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(2) the degree of veterans participation in the programs; (3) the
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FOREWORD

The rcpot of the Educational Testing Service, Princeton. N.J., was
procured by the Veterans' Administration pursuant to Public Law
9.2-540, Section 413. This report has been made available to the Com-
mittee, and is beim!: considered in connection with hearings of the
Subcommittee On Education and Training on a variety of legislative
proposals pertaining to the veterans' education and training program.

The Veterans' Administration has transmitted certain preliminary
comments and analyses of the report, and these are also included in
this publication of the Committee.

leProm,-0444.--

WM. JENNINGS BRYAN DORN
Chairman
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The Honorable
Carl Albert
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of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear 'dr. Speaker:
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Section 413 of Public Law 92-540, the Vietnam Era Veterans'
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1972, directed the Administrator of
Veterans Affairs, in consultation with the Administrator's Ad-
visory Committee on veterans' vocational rehabilitation and education,
to provide for "an independent study of the operation of the post-
Korean conflict program of educational assistance currently carried
out under [title 38 U. S. C. I in comparison with sirnilai programs of
educational assistance that were available to veterans of World War
II and of the Korean conflict. " It was further specified that the
results of the study, "together with such recommendations as are
warranted to improve the present program," were to be transmitted
to the President and the Congress within six months after the date
of enactment of P. L, 92-540.

Several factors combined, however, to snake an extension of that
deadline (April 24, 1973) advisable. On April 9, 1973, the Chairmen
of the Senate and House Committees on Veterans' Affairs were ad-
vised of the reasons for the delay and that the results of a compre-
hensive and objective study would be transmitted by mid-September 1973.

Proposals for the study were requested from eleven potent.al con-
tractors on May 4, 1973, and, upon the recommendation of the Advisory
Committee, I approved an award to Educational Testing Service,
Princeton, New Jersey, on May 25, 1973. On August 20, 1973, the
Project Director for Educational Testing Service (ETS) forwarded to
the Veterans Administration the results of the study, entitled:
Educational Assistance to Veterans: A Comparative Study of Three
GI 15iiis. This document was immediately turned over to the Advisory
Committee for its review and analysis.

After announcement in the Fedez-al Register, the Committee met
with the Project Director and other representatives of ETS, on



August 30, 1973. In that session, it was pointed out to ETS that thepresentation of its findings and conclusions bore no apparent relation-ship to the purposes of the study as outlined in the contract, and thatthe Report contained certain inaccuracies, and -- in the opinion ofthe Committee -- other errors of both omission and commission. Bymutual consent, the Committee considered the document before it tobe a "draft final report:" and, ET.0 agreed to (1) revise the section on"findings and conclusions" to relate them more clearly to the purpose*of the study, and (Z) to correct data errors throughout the report.
O September 8, 1973, ETS returned the revised report and metagain with the Advisory Committee on that date. The AdvisoryCommittee received the Final Report at that meeting and, under dateof September 10, it was forwarded to me by the Chairman of theCommittee's Subcommittee on the Independent Study.

Since then the Report has ,een under intensive review by the VA.While this review is ongoing, I am transmitting herewith the resultsof the study, in the form of the Final Report by the Educational TestingService, and the observations and recommendations of my AdvisoryCommittee (Letter of September ID, 1973).

There is set forth below VA's preliminary analysis of the Report,and our comments and reactions to its major findings and conclusions.

Section 413 required 'that the comparison of the programs applicableto the three eras be made from the following six points of view: ad-ministration; veteran participation; safe ij.1.11.4.22123 aaairillsilouse; adequacyof benefit level; scope of,programs: and information and outreach efforts.In these six areas of analysis, the highlights of the study's findings andconclusions are as followa:

ADMINISTRATION

The Veterans Administration has administered the ed,:cational bene-
fit programs effectively and responsibly over the three conflict period..

The Report also contains the following related observations --
-- VA has changed its organizational structure to keep pace with
operational experience and new legislative policies and requirements.

vi
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...vA has continued to improve in terms of safeguarding against
abuses in the programs.

VA has made (and is making) progressive moves toward improved
service to veterans and reduced operational inefficiencies; however,
it is too early to assess the effectiveness of certain current efforts.

VA, has increased its working relationships with other concerned
agencies and organizations and its participation on interagency com-
mittees; and, the degree of coordination between the VA and other
Federal agencies is greater now than during the two previous conflict
periods. On the other hand, the Report expresses the following reser-
vations in this regard:

(a). coordination between VA and other Federal agencies "re-
mains limited" and "varies greatly from agency to agency ;" although,
"when the VA has exercised initiative and leadership the results
have been good."

(b). "coordination with the plethora of local level community
services is left to the discretion of the regional or field office.
(White the Report does not contain documentation on the point, this
latter reservation implies unevenness of coordination by VA field
stations with non-VA agencies and organizations interested in veterans'
educational programs).

Concerning these observations on administration, the Report does
not explain their relationship to a study of comparability of the three
program eras, but the apparent implication is to the effect that the
Vietnam Era veteran is better off in this regard than his World War
II and Korean conflict counterparts. Certainly, there was no counter-
part in the previous eras to the President's Veterans Program ("Six -
Point Program"). This massive effort -- launched in 1971 pursuant to an
executive order by President Nixon -- in which the concerted attention
of all concerned Federal agencies was focused on the problems of
Vietnam returnees receives only indirect, and slight mention in the
ETS Report. VA played a significant role in this successful endeavor
to coordinate all programs of the Executive Branch that might in any
way speed the full readjustment of Vietnam veterans., Moreover, this
is an ongoing effort and the VA has recently developed a comprehensive
plan for intensifying the cooperative activities of all agencies and
organizations, private as well as public, that are concerned with the
provision of benefits and services (including information and outreach
efforts) for veterans of the Vietnam Era. This will cover local, as well

vii



ail State and rational organizations, and specific and uniform guide-lines will be provided to VA field stations.

Also, in the area of administratio., the Report contains twocrlticismsof VA's handling of the educational assistance programs.Neither of these relate to comparabtlity but they deserve commenthare.

The first has to do with VA's T;elicies as to assessment of pro-gram effectiveness, and the second with VA's methods of measure-ment of progress and attendance by veterans in trade and vocationaltraining schools, as opposed to those in institutions of higher learning(i. e. , a clock-hour standard Gpp lies to other than college level studies,whereas a credit-hour standard is used for college degree programs).
It is true that VA in the past has not considered that its missionincluded the collection and analysis of data other than that which isnecessary for administering the educational program and providingservice to veterans. Thi.i view is base' on the fact that the assess-ment of the effectiveness, or quality of .ation and training has notbeen explicitly conitnitte.d to VA by it ogress. However, thesensitivity of this issue, as drawn out 11/ the Report, deserves furtherconsideration and discussion with the concerned Committees of theCongress.

VA's policy regading the clock. hour standard for measuringprogress and atteretance in trade and vocational schools stems from1950 legislation, applicable to World War U trainees, and it hasremained essentiGily unchanged throughout the Korean and Vietnamexperience. Nevertheless, the Report expresses the view that therequirement is outmoded, is unnecessarily discriminating, and "maybe inhibiting the use of benefits for below college level training. "In 1971, VA did recommend a liberalization of its policy (to apply
in those instances of trade or technical courses given at an institutionoffering courses leading to a standard college degree) but this pro-posal was not endorsed by the Congress, VA will take another lookat this entire question, from the viewpoint stated in the Report, andmake such recommendations as seem warranted.

VETERAN PARTICIPATION

The Report contains much data on the percentage of usage (i. e. ,"participation rates") by eligible veterans of the GI education benefitfor the three conflict periods. On the basis of this data, the study

t 9

viii



found that "the participation rate of Vietnam Era veterans is approaching
that of World War 11. "

This same data also reveals that the Vietnam Era participation rate
already exceeds that of Korean conflict veterans. (The VA's own
studies show that the Vietnam Era participation rate not only is
"approaching" that of World War II but will soon exceed it, perhaps
as early as this fall's enrollment. Ultimately, it appears that the
Vietnam Era participation rate will go well beyond that of World War
1.1 veterans).

The Report contends, however, that the respective participation
rates (i. e. , the percentage of eligible veterans who use their GI
educational benefits) are not an adequate measure of the relative
success of the programs, for the three eras, in providing readjustment
assistance.

While the VA believes that participation rates remain a u:?ful
indicator for this purpose (in fact, it is the only one available), the
VA is aware that fn several respect§ a direct comparison of partici.
pation rates cannot be made. As the Report points out, the educational
and socio- economic structure of the nation has changed profoundly
since 1945. This fact has had and continues to have an impact on the
utilization of the veterans educational assistance programs. More
specifically, the Report discusses in detail several factors which
make meaningful comparisons of participation rates for the three
eras difficult or impossible. Principally, there have been significant
changes (1) in the deinographic characteristics of the members of the
Armed Forces (and therefore of t1 e veterans population); (2) in the
patterns of release from active duty; and (3) in the eligibility require-
ments for utilization of the benefit (i. e. , since June 1, 1966, the
"veterans" educational program has been available to certain active
duty servicemen, and almost I no of all Vietnam veterans trained
under the current program took advantage of this change). The Re-
port also takes note of several trends in educational practices that
have had an impact on today's veteran (who, on the average, was
younger at time of discharge and had attained a higher educational
level than his World War 11 counterpart). These trends include in-
creased popularity and acceptance of part-time, rather than full-
time training; and the greater availability and utilization of community
and Junior Colleges.

In addition to the question of overall participation rates, the Report
addresses the matter of participation rates among black veterans and

ix
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educationally disadvantaged veterans, both black and white.

Because of a scarcity of pertinent data, however, it is not possible
-- in these two areas -- to make meaningful comparisons of partici-pation rates for either black or educationally disadvantaged veterans
of the three conflict periods. Thus, the Report's (.,dings in this
regard are largely limited to issues relating to Vietnam Era veteransalone. These are:

(1). that "The rate of participation in educational benefits amongblack veterans is substantially below that of white veterans... ;" and,
(2). that "Educationally disadvantaged Vietnam Era veterans,

both white and black, ... participate in educational programs at c much
lower than average rate."

Both of these "findings" have been well-known to the VA and others
concerned with the veterans educational assistance programs, andVA for some long time has made considerable extra effort on bothfronts. Concerning this, the Report makes clear that educationally
disadvantaged Vietnam Era veterans "are receiving more attention
with regard to special education and training programs than have dis-
advantaged veterans of the two previous conflicts."

The Report also points out that the educationally disadvantaged
black is participating in training at a higher rate than white dis-
advantaged veterans, but concludes: "It appears that current efforts
need augmentations in order to further motivate the black veteran to
enter training. "

The VA is not in disagreement with this conclusion. It hasalready prepared (1. e before receipt of the Report) an action plan
to pursue even more positive approaches to seeking out and motivating
all minority veterans and educationally disadvantaged veterans who
have not yet taken advantage of their education and training benefits.

SAFEGUARDS AGAINST ABUSE

The Report finds that today's veterans' educational assistance pro-
gram is relatively free of abuse. It states that abuses appear to
have been more serious and more widespread in the World War IF
period than in either the Korean conflict or the Vietnam Era periods,
and that the VA's administration of educational benefits continues to
improve in terms of safeguarding against abuse.

X
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In support of this, the Report briefly traces the legislative and
administrative history of the three GI bills, including steps taken
to deal with major abuses. In this connection, it notes that the
Korean CI Bill (P.14. 82-550) was of major significance and that its
basic provisions were retained in the 1966 Vietnam Era CI Bill
(P. L. 89-358). Compared to the oriqinz.1 CI Bill, the principal
safeguards against abuse are stated in the Report as follows:

"... Under the Korean Bill, the enrolling veteran had to demonstrate
a definite educational or vocational objective, he could not enroll
inaeocational or recreational courses, and he was entitled to only
one change of course before VA authorization was required.

"As an attempted safeguard against overcharges and abuses by
profit schools, P. L. 82-550 provided that the educational assistance
allowance would be paid directly to the veteran as a partial stipend,
with no direct tuition payment to be made to the school by the VA."

Against this background, the Report stresses "The singular lack
of significant publicity with respect to widespread abuses in the various
educational and training programs today -- in contrast to those of
WWII;" and concludes that "The probability of such abuses occurring
at the present time would appear to be minimized due to the wide-
spread experience and interaction of the federal government and the
educational community in a wide variety of financial programs and
the absence of a large volume of veterans entering educational insti-
tutions simultaneously."

As to specific abuses in today'. program, the Report focuses on
the area of correspondence courses. Again, it traces the history of
VA's and Congress' efforts to develop and apply safeguards relative
to veterans training by correspondence. This covers the VA-initiated
changes incorporated in P. L. 92-410, and the Report refers to these
as "significant safeguards for the correspondence training area. "
It also covers the administrative steps VA has taken to inform and
caution veterans on certain aspects of correspondence courses.

Conorrning this area, the Report contains one finding; "...
progress has been made toward reducing abuses in training by
correspondence.... " At the same time, it concludes that "some
problems remain which warrant careful scrutiny and safeguards. "

This conclusion appears to relate to a concern over low com-
pletion rates and problems ("though less flagrant than in previous

xi
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years") involving the advertising and sales practices of some
correspondence schools.

The VA agrees with the finding and with the conclusion (eventhough the latter appears to go beyond the study's legislative mission),and VA will continue -- within the limits of its authority -- to examineclosely the entire area of training by correspondence under the OIBill.

ADEQUACY OF BENEFIT LEVEL

In seeking the answer to the question, "Bow does the level ofbenefits paid to Vietnam veterans conpare with those benefit paidto World War II veterans?, " the study proceeded on the basis that:"A measure of the 'real' value of educational benefits or what dollaramount in benefits would be required to provide parity in purchasingan education between the veteran of World War II and his Vietnamcounterpart may be ascertained by adjusting the World War U sub-sistence benefits and educational benefits for changes that haveoccurred in the Consumer Prins Index. "

For this computation, the amounts available in 1948 (highest
WWII rates) for a single veteran in an institution of higher learningwere matched -- on a constant dollar basis -- with the amounts
available currently for a similarly situat4c1 Vietnam veteran.

The Report cites the results of this analysis as follows:

"It is apparent that the average Vietnam veteran attending a 4-year public or a 2-year public institution has educational benefits
slightly higher than his World War II counterpart when adjustmentsfor changes in the Consumer Price Index are made."

Despite this clear and obviously correct statement, the Report
proceeds to argue that the "real value" of the educational allowance
available to veterans of World War II was greatr than the currentallowance being paid to veteran of the Vietnam conflict. In doingso, the Report brings into the discussion a number of matters which
VA believes go beyond the issue of comparability, and beyond thebasic intent of the Congress when it extended educational assistanceallowances to veterans of the three conflict periods.

On this latter point, it must be stressed that the GI Bills werenever designed to provide all of a veteran's living expenses xnd
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educational expenses. They were designed to assist him in de-
fraying the costs of an education (or training) program, and to
assist him in providing for a part of his (and his dependent's )
living costs. The Report itself makes this statement: "The GI
Bill has tradAionally been only an element -- but a major one --
in the living funds available to veterans. It has not been enough
to support even a single veteran in most locations, particularly
today with the cot* of living continuing to rise. "

Yet, the Report does not call for mere cost-of-living adjust-
ments; rather, it "finds" on the one hand (Finding No. 7), that if
a veteran applies his educational allowances toward payment of
tuition and other expenses (even at a public institution), "the
benefits remaining are insufficient to meet the veteran's estimated
living expenses:" and on the other hand (Finding No. 8), that when
the veteran's resources are compared to his living expenses,
"substantial need exists for additional resources to meet educational
costs. " (TILe Report notes that this problem is intensified for a
veteran who wishes to attend a private institution since average
costs for such schools have risen 5-fold on the average since WWII,
as compared to about 2 1/2-fold for public schools. Thus far, over
81% of the Vietnam veterans using their benefits for post-sec .ndary
schooling have chosen public institutions}.

VA does not agree that a major change should be made in the
nature of the GI educational assistance allowance. Moreover,
VA believes it important to retain a reasonable relationship between
the educational assistance provided to nonservice-disabled veterans
(intended to be a partial support program) and the vocational re-
habilitation assistance provided to service-disabled veterans (in-
tended to be a full-support program). As to the GI Bill students,
the Report notes that even those institutions which provide financial
assistance "expect that students will provide some portion of their
own expenses from their own efforts." Just as in the case of World
War II veterans, this "self-help" can take many forms. The Re-
port mentions: contributions from personal savings, part-time
work, and spouse's earnings. Also, there are various types of
Federal loans or grants today that were not available to World War
11 GI's.

The thrust of the Report's other major "findings" (Nos. ID,
11, and 12) in this area has to do with the geographic availability
of relatively low-cost educational institutions. The Report contends
that. "The veteran residing in a State with a well-developed system
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of low-cost institutions has signifi.:antly more of his benefits available
to help defray living expenses than would his counterpart living in aState without such a system;" and, therefore, "The accessibility of
post-secondary education for the Vietnam veteran is a function of not
only his military service but also his particular State of residence."

Concerning this issue, the Report concludes: "To restore equity
between veterans residing in different States with different systems
of public education, some form of variable payments to institutions
to ameliorate the difference in institutional costs would be required."

It is clear, of course, that the Report is not here speaking of com-
parability between Vietnam veterans and those of earlier conflicts, but
between Vietnam veterans and Vietnam veterans; i. e. , those living
in States which support public educational institutions heavily, com-
pared to those in States which do not.

It is believed that this suggestion concerning "variable payments"
brsed on State of residence would create considerably more problems
than the ane it is intended to overcome. Mao, this approach would
be inconsistent with that generally applicable in the di..,,ensation of
Federal veterans' benefits. VA dnes not recommend it for considerationby the Congress.

SCOPE OF PROGRAMS

The Report contains considerable discussion and data as to the
scope of the education and training programs for Vietnam veterans,
and certain comparisons are made as to similar progranis for veteransof the earlier conflicts, especially as to the World War II programs
c ncerning on-farm training, on-the-job training, flight training.
and training by correspondence. While the Report does not offer
definitive findings or conclusions relative to the scope of programs
for Vietnam veterans, it clearly indicates that the scope of programstoday is broader than previously available. This is particularly true
for the educationally disadvantaged who, in the words of the Report,
"are receiving more attentior with regard to special education and
training programs than have disadvantaged veterans of the two previous
conflicts."

Concerning these special programs (not availabl,> to veterans of the
other eras) the Report carries the following statement:

"VA special programs, including free entitlement, PREP, tutorial
assistance and wo "k -study represent an increased awareness on the part
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of the VA, of educational deficiencies which have traditionally stifled
the career and training aspirations of a minority of veterans eligible
for benefits. Although the effects of these programs on overall par-

..ticipation rates cannot be gauged precisely, free entitlement and
PREP have undoubtedly e- fled a greater number of disadvantaged
Vietnam Era veterans to enter postsecondary programs of some
sort. Furthermore, the work-study program, although still in its
initial stages, has tremendous potential for providing financial
assistance to veterans currently not in training due to lack of funds."

In addition, the Report identifies and describes a number of other
(non-VA) Federal programs concerned with support of education and
training, and which can be of assistance to Vietnam Era veterans,
but which were generally not available for veterans of the other two
eras. '-

INFORMATION AND OUTREACH EFFORTS

The Report states that "The outreach efforts of the VA have been
successful in informing veterans, especially the educationally dis-
advantaged, that benefits are available. "

On the other hand, the Report contends that "in both informing and
counseling, there has been a decrease in personal contact," and that
"the quantity of counseling to veterans under the GI Bill has declined
over the three periods. "

It is true that the quantity of counseling provided by VA has
declined over the three periods; however, as the Report also points
out, this decline should be viewed in the context of the marked in-
crease that has occurred since World War II in counseling services
available to veterans, and others, from college and university
counseling centers and other sources.

It is also true that there has been a decrease shown in VA's
personal contact with Vietnam veterans. There are reasons for
this, one being the decline in dischargees from the military. The
number of newly discharged veterans notified by the VA of benefits
peakt.d in fiscal year 1970; the present discharge rate is 47% of the
1970 total. The number of educationally disadvantaged has dropped
at an even more dramatic rate. Meanwhile, as the Report makes
clear, VA has initiated other efforts to contact and inform veterans:
"The VA has shifted from a passive information role of responding

XV

16



6E5 COM MAILABLE

to inglarieb to 011V that actively to inform the veteran of his bene-
fits. The out reach effort inclucks such programs as overseas orienta-
tions, presentations at separation points, a series of letters mailed to
recently returned veterans, one-stop assistance centers, mobile vans,
and toll-free telephone lines. "

The Report also notes that the VA has supplied certain veterans'
service organizations with lists of the newly discharged in an effort
to take advantage of their local organizations and channels of
communication.

iei########00####!######

On balance, it is belinved that the Report demonstrates that the
Vietnam veteran from the six points of view specified in the law,
and reviewed above does have availability to educational assistance
benefits from the VA that are comparable to those extended to veterans
of World War U and the Korean conflict. VA also believes that the
Educational Testing Service has prepared a commendable report,
considering the limitations of time and scarcity of pertinent data in
some areas. It is a valuable collection, in one document, of a vast
amount of data on or related to the veterans' education and training
programs.

At the same time, VA does have a number of reservations as to
certain of the Report's "Findings and conclusions" and as to the
validity of some of ETS's analyses or interpretations of certain data
referred to or contained in the Report. Several of our reservations
are mentioned above.

Meanwhile, I have received from the Chairman of the House
Committee on Veterans' Affairs, under date of September 7, 1973,
a request that VA submit to his Committee a thoroughly detailed
analysis of the Report, "indicating agreement or disagreement with
the major findings and conclusions, together with such discussion
and data as is considered necessary to substantiate the positions
taken by the Veterans Administration." The Chairman also asked
for information concerning any of the statistical material in the
Report, or the interpretation placed on this material, with which
VA may be in disalreement. Time has not permitted us to complete
this analysis but it will be accomplished and transmitted to Chairman
Dorn in the very near future.
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Additionally, the Chairman's letter calls upon VA to conduct an
extensive survey to determine the cost impact (including on individual
trainees) of reverting to a World War II type program, whereby pay-
ments were made direct to institutions covering the cost of a veteran's
tuition, books, fees, and supplies, and a separate "subsistence
allowance" was paid directly to the veteran. VA is presently preparing
a design for such a study and will keep Chairman Dorn and other
interested persons and organizations informed as to our progress in
this regard.

Respe

Att. (2)

21-167 U - 73 - ;

DONALD E. r. HNSON
Administr or
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The Honorable
Donald E. Johnson
Administrator of Veterans Affairs
Vett Its Administration
Wash-ngton, D. C. 20420

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Your Advisory Committee on Education and Rehabilitation respect-
fully forwards its recommendations to you on the Independent
Study, Public Law 92-540, Section 413.

The Committee received the final report from Educational TestingService to the Administrator on September 8, 1973. In reviewof the Study, the Committee offere the following general
observations:

la The Study provided limited coverage to the "purposes"
of the Study as specified in the law. Reasons for the
limitations are presented in the preface section of
the Study report.

2. The conclusions and findings appeared to be somewhat
"selective" in terms of the broad aspects of the Study,
such as conclusions regarding counseling "personal
contact," veterans service organizations, and
correspondence courses.

3. The Study concentrated on college level programs and
minimized attention to below college level, on-the-job
training, vocational education and related programs.

4. The ETS should be commended for the amount of valuable
data on veterans benefits collected and presented in alimited time.

S. The Veterans Administration Internal Liaison Committee
is commended for its cooperation and efforts in provid-
ing assistance to the Educational Testing Service.
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The Honorable
Donald E. Johnson

The Committee offers the following comments and/or recommenda-
tions in relation to specific "purposes" of the Study.

1. Scope of Programs. Data contained in the Study indicate
that the scope of Veterans Administration programs is broader
today than previously available in the other two eras. However,
the Study does not contain definitive conclusions on the
comparison of the scope of the programs in the three eras.

On the other hand, it did conclude on the State Approving
Agencies that traditionally it has been the policy of the
Federal Government that no department, agency, or officer of
the United States shall exercise any supervision or control,
whatsoever, over any State Approving Agency, or State educa-
tion agency, or any educational institution. In light of this
policy, the Committee recommands that (1) the Administrator
examine the efforts that are now being made within that frame-
work to determine if they have been effective; and (2) To the
extent that they have not been, the Committee recommends that
the Administrator ask the Congress to address itself to the
question as to whether or not the national policy should be
changed to permit more efforts so that the veteran may receive
better dollar value for the funds expended.

The Committee further recommends that the VA carefully review
the performance of SAA's in terms of the standards and criteria
they maintain in approving educational institutions for veterans.

2. Veteran Participation. Although isolated comparisons of
participation rates based on specific time periods and addressed
to certain groups may show less participation of Vietnam era
veterans, the general over-all comparisons reveal that antici-
pated participation rates of Vietnam era veterans will be equal
to, or greater than, the past eras.

Even though the Committee recognizes the increased efforts made
by the VA as to the educationally disadvantaged and minority
veterans, the Committee recommends that the VA give optimal
effort toward developing new and innovative approaches to
increase the participation rate of these veterans.

xix
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The Honorable
Donald E. Johnson

3. Adequacy of Benefit Level. In the "adequacy of benefits"
aspect of the Study and the related conclusions drawn, the
Advisory Committee assumes that the intent of the legislation
for the "GI Bill" of the three eras was to provide "assistance"
to veterans and not to provide the full costs of educational
and living expenses.

The Study shows that the benefits being paid to the majority of
Vietnam veterans attending colleges is more adequate today than
in WW II. This is true due to the higher percentage of veterans
attending public two and four year institutions compared to WW II.

On the issue of should benefits be higher for veterans attending
private institutions and higher costing public institutions in
some States, the Advisory Committee recognizes that this is a
congressional public policy matter.

4. Information and Outreach Efforts. Concerning information and
outreach efforts, the Advisory Committee notes the findings of
the Study show that the efforts have increased while public
attention and attitudes are less positive than in WW II. The
Committee points out that the Study did not investigate the
quality of counseling efforts, but only covered the quantitative
aspects. The Committee believes it important that despite the
finding that there is less "personal contact" today, the VA.
uses other means of contacting veterans, such as institutional
veterans counselors. The Committee commends the VA on its
shift from a passive informative agency to one actively seeking
to inform veterans of their benefits, and recommends the
continuance of this positive approach.

The Advisory Committee notes that observations in the Study in
respect to attention given veterans by the various service organi-
zations, and their influence, may have some factual basis; but
some statements in the Study are misleading, such as reference
to the work of the U. S. Veterans Advisory Commission. The
observations need to be considered in the light of today's con-
ditions compared to past eras, the posture of national policy on
veterans benefits, and the changing role of veterans organizations
in the three eras.

XX
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The Honorable
Donald E. Johnson

5. Safeguards Against Aimee. The Committee cites that the
Study limited its investigation of the "nature and degree of
abuses in the programs" to mainly correspondence courses. The
Committee concurs with findings and conclusions on correspon-
dence courses that question the advertising, sales procedures,
and educational quality of some schools. The Committee notes
that the Study does indicate that the abuses of WW II have been
minimized, but does not elaborate with specific examples. Also,
an exploration of "safeguards" for educational assistance pro-
grams is absent in the Study. Therefore, the Committee recom-
mends that VA continue reviewing its programs and operations
for all possible abuses and establish any necessary safeguards.

6. Administration. On the aspect concerning the administration
and execution of the education and training programs, the Com-
mittee concurs in the conclusions reported in the Study that
the VA has administered the programs responsibly and effectively
over the three eras.

However, the Committee recommends that the VA assume a more
positive leadership and coordinating role among other federal
agencies.

The Committee recognizes the negative connotations on vocational
education and recommends that Congress be urged to review its
legislation to insure equal treatment and status for vocational
education programs for veterans.

WILLIAM M. =WEILER
Vice Chairman
Administrator's Advisory Committee

on Education and Rehabilitation,
and Chairman, Subcommittee on the

Independent Study
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PREFACE

BEST
COPY

AVAILABLE

The primary objective of the present study is to provide an independent

comparison of the educational assistance benefits available to returning

servicemen under the three GI Bills that have been in effect since 1944.

To study the totality of benefits would involve the consideration, of the

activities of over 29 million, men and women (who together with their de-

pendents make up 48 percent of the American population) over a period of
30 years. It would involve consideration of the more than 5120 billion

spent iy the United States government to provide tnem with benefits of

which $24.6 billion has been spent on education. A study which, by law,

was to be =ducted within six months could not attempt an investigation

of that magnitude. Limiting the study to only educational assistance

benefits left the remaining task an enormous one. As a consequence, this

report is subject to a number of inherent limitations.

The most pressing limitation under which the study staff has functioned

has been that of time. Proposals for the study were requested by the

Veterans Administration on May 4, 1973, with a submission date of May 17,

1973. The award to Educational Testing Service was made by the Veterans

Administration on FriJay, May 25, 1973. Delivery of the final draft

report for review with the Advisory Committee was required by August 21,

1973. Clearly, a total time frame of some 87 days must be considered in

reviewing the final report.

This time frame required that the scope of the study be focused on

those areas where the bulk of the benefits are directed. Most of the

information in this report deals with the almost 1.4 million veterans

receiving educational benefits. Trainees who are on active duty in the

Armed Forces are not considered in any detail. Some data are included on

the 19.5 thouvind vocational rehabilitation trainees and the 45.8 thousand

dependents (wives, widows, and children) who were receiving benefits as of

April 1973.

A second major limitation involved the basic non-comparability of

many of the benefit programs and data that were or are now available. In

the original GI Bill, for example, there were provisions for veterans to

3t3t iv



be trained on the farm in oroer to provide comparable benefits for farmers

as were being provided for college students and apprentices. Social and

economic changes since that time, however, have reduced the need for on-the-

Job farm training in favor of programs at the collegiate level to train

farm managers and technicians. Tnis shift has been recognized by the

phasing e, of the Farm Training Program. so that comparisons cannot be
made.

The problem of data comparability is perhaps best demonstrated in the

matter of ethnic group membership identification. Information about ethnic

group membership was collected following World War II. These data were not

collected during the Korean Conflict, but some sample data on such veterans

of the Vietnam Era has been made available. The gap makes any significant

omparison on ethnic group membership difficult.

The limited time in which the study waa to be conducted precluded

our ability to conduct any surveys of veterans, institutions, or others

concerned with the education, training or rehabilitation of the veteran

of the Vietnam Conflict. The clearance requirements for surveys conducted

with federal funds are such that little if any time would nave been avail-

able for analysis and inclusion in this report. We were fortunate in

gaining access to a large sample of previously unavailable data relating

to veterans' estimates of educational costs and the resources they had avail-

able to meet those costs from financial statements filed with the College

Scholarship Service of the College Entrance Examination Board. In addition,

a special analysis of data on veterans in postsecondary education In the

State of California was carried out using information from a survescon-

ducted by the California State Scholarship and Loan Commission.

The inability to collect original data may help to explain gaps in

the data base which could possibly have been discovered or derived from

other sources. In most instances, it was necessary to rely on data collected

by the Veterans Administration. In some cases there are data being collected

but not tabulated in any meaningful way. In other cases there are data which

are not being collected but which would have been useful. Many questions

remain to which this study should have given attention, but which cannot

be answered because the data have not been collected.

xxv
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It has been necessary to rely heavily on the Veterans Administration

for information, advice, and data. In mtny areas the only source of

information available has been 'tau VA files. Within limits we Ave

added outside data, comparisons made by others, and independent contri-

butions. We have attempted to review these data in an independent manner

and our conclusions and findings are those of the staff and no others.

We acknowledge the comments and suggestions made by members of the study

subcommittee of the Administrator's Education and Rehabilitation Advisory

Committee (listed in Appendix C) during the progress report briefings on

June 22, 1973 and July 20, 1973 and those of the Committee at its

August 31. 1973 meeting.

We are grateful to our Ad Hoc Advisory Panel, whose members (listed

in Appendix C) were most helpful in suggesting sources of data, possible

approaches, relerant social and other contexts, and made themselves

available for additional inquiries and consultations during the progress

of the study. The pressure of time has precluded their review of this

study prior to submission. We appreciate their contributions but must

absolve them of any responsibility.

We wish to acknowledge the excellent cooperation of tne VA Project

Officer, Dr. Andrew S. Adams, an! the members of the VA Internal Liaison

Committee; Mr. Fred H. Branan, Mr. Robert Dysland, Mr. William J. Fallwell,

Mr. Andrew H. Thornton, and Mr. Frank H. F. White. Their comprehensive

knowledge of data sources within the Veterans Administration and willing-

ness to spend long hours with staff was of material assistance in the

data collection effort.

In addition to the staff named as authors of this report, we would

like to recognize our consultants to the study, George E. Arnsteia and

William D. Van Dusen, for their extensive roles in the project and to

James J. Treires for his expert editorial assistance.

We are especially indebted to Mary Dilworth, our Administrative

Assistant, who, in addition to maintaining the office and staff on an even

keel, was responsible for the list of interviewees and the bibliography.

Mrs. Rose White was unfailingly cheerful in meeting the secretarial demands
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of a diverse staff. Our grateful thanks to Mrs. Marjorie Blinn, Nadine

Chapman and J11.11 Salvesen, who gave unstintingly in the typing of the

final report, working into the evenings and the weekend to meet the final

criOcal deadline.

The cover photograph is through the courtesy of the U.S. Air Force.

While this stud;- was benefitted frrm the advice and cooperation of

many persons, and which has had frequent communication with the Veterans

Administration, the analyses. findings, and conclusions are solely those

of the study staff.

Princeton, New Jersey
September, 1913
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Project Director
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Chapter 1

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

There is no doubt that the World War II GI Bill was one of the

most important and effective pieces of social legislation Congress had

ever enacted. It profoundly affected the fortunes of veterans and

postwar society, and it transformed the nation's higher education system.

But images from the past should not govern our perception of current

realities and future alternatives. The GI Bill may not be doing as

much today for veterans as it did in the past, or as it might do tomorrow.

This latter point was recognized by the Congress during its

deliberation on the Vietnam Era Veterans Readjustment Assistance Act

of 1972 (PL 92-540). Section 413 of that Act required that:

"The Administrator, in consultation with the advisory
committee formed pursuant to section 1792 of this title
(as redesignated by section 316(2) of this Act), shall
provide for the conduct of an independent study of the
operation of the post-Korean conflict program of educa-
tional assistance currently carried out under chapters
31, 34, 35, and 36 of this title in comparison with
similar programs of educational assistance that were
available to veterans of World War II and of the Korean
conflict from the point of view of administration;
veteran participation; safeguards against abuse; and
adequacy of benefit level, scope of programs, and
information and outreach efforts to meet the various
education and training needs of eligible veterans.
The results of such study, together with such recom-
mendations as are warranted to improve the present
program, shall be transmitted to the President and the
Congress within six months after the date of enactment
of this Act."
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In his Request for a Proposal for the stud, the Administrator

indicated that the purpose of the study was:

"To compare the operation of the post-Korean Conflict
program of educational assistance currently being carried
out by the Veterans Administration with similar programs
of educational assistance that the Veterans Administration
made available to veterans of World War II and the Korean
Conflict in the following aspects:

The scope and quality of the educational and
training programs.

The degree of veterans participation in the
programs.

The adequacy of the program benefits to veterans.
educational and training institutions, work force,
and American society.

The available information and outreach efforts
to meet the various educational and training
needs of eligible veterans.

The nature and degree of abuses in the programs
and the effectiveness of the safeguards established.

The execution and administration of the educational
and training programs."

It should be noted that the total report consists of some 339 pages plus

three appendices that have attempted to meet these named needs and purposes

in the very limited time available. Because of the availability and acces-

sibility of information, some of the as, cts enumerated have been covered

in greater detail than others -- this does nu. negate their importance --

but suggests that further study and information is needed in those areas

before further conclusions can be reached.

Those findings and conclusions reached in the course of the study,

which semn to be of narticular relevance are highlighted in the following

sections. They are not, however. a total summary of the report:
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A. The Scope and Quality of the Educational and Training Programs

Significant information is cont.ined in the report regarding the scope

of tne educational and training program., currently existing. Only limited

information has been obtainable regarding the quality of the education and

training programs, an area that most particularly warrants further study

in the future. Under current procedures the State Approving Agencies are

designated to assess the quality of education of courses and training

establishments for veterans. However:

1. The Veterans Administration has eurrentZy no means of measuring the

quality, of thergeormanas of the State Approving Ageneiee and therefore

cannot be aseurad that the money used to reimburse these agereies was

wiseZu spent.

The State Approving Agencies are designated to assess the quality

of education of courses and training establishments for veterans. In

1973, the State Approving Agencies were authorized to be reimbursed $10.6

million by the VA for their services. However. there is no way to deter-

mine whether this money was wisely spent.

While prohibited by law from exerting any control over the State

Approving Agencies, the VA is not prohibited from evaluating their per-

formance. Yet to date, little has been done to compile information that

would allow an accurate evaluation of the performance of their agencies.
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B. The Degree of Veterins Par ticivtion in the Program

2. While the pgrtioiration rate aLlyAtnam Vra Aeterann La turrwohiaa

that of Vortd War tt qaplio not an al:Data i'neYrator flew offeelivo-

nova of oetarona e4identinnat annintnneo.

A fair comparison of participation rates :eider the three qi Rills

must he based an more information than the percentage of elinible

veterans who use their educational benefits. Additional factors such

as the demographic composition of the Armed Forces, discharge rates,

and elinihility requirements must he considered.

Since servicemen on active duty are eligible for benefits under

the Vietnam Era program. participation rates which include them are not

comparable to those from the World War II and Korean periods.

At the time of separation from the Armed Farces, the Vietnam Era

veteran is better educated, younger, and ha: fewer den endents than veterans

of 1'001 war II. These factors suenest that the Vietnam Fra veteran

should he better suited to pursue post service education: however. Vietnam

veterans have not participated at a higher rate than World War II veterans.

Althounh enrollment in all types of pnstsncondary elucatina has increased,

the usane of the 41 gill over the throe periods has remained about the

same.

In view of these factors. equality of particiPetinn rates for the

three 41 gills is not an adequate measure of their relative success in

proviAinn readjustment assistance. If 48 percent of the veterans of

Wnrld War II used their benefits when postsecondary education played a

much less important role in career preparation, veterans of the current
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period should he expected to use their benefits at a higher rate to

parallel the correspondinn increase in enrollment in postsecondary

education.

3. The Tate ePartieiPatiCre in odunatinnal benefits ammo ',lark

vstemns is substantiailly halo) that of white veterans and thy overall

partiefationrate.7141 tC)dierePlaVaintZeWie Lau-

rent, Pi nancia I a tabi li tk and depondaneli statue. tt 9 that c r1,72

effbrto need augmentationo in order td, Ilmthor motithito tho blIwk mn
to enter training.

The participationparticipation rate amain black veterans of the Korean Conflict

is estimated to be about S1 percent. However, the current participation

rate for black veterans is less than 2S percent.

The participation of black veterans is also substantially below

the current participation rate for all veterans. The educationally dis-

advantaged black, participates in training at only one-third the rate

of blacks with a high school education, but at a higher rate than white

disadvantaged veterans.

The VA work-study program, if expanded to include the "need to

augment subsistence allowance" as a major criterion for participation in

the program, together with thn initiation of Advance Payment, may increase

the number of black veterans in training.

41.



6 BEST COPY AVAILABLE

4. Educationally dinad.,antlaed Vietnam Era veterans, rwth white n4a black,

are receiving more attention with regard to ercial education and training

programs than have disaivantaged :',torahs e the tw-, previous conflicts.

NeverthelessathL?acurrentr? stir .lucationaZ programs at

a much rower than aera2,7 rate.

The establishment of free-entitlement, the Predischarge Education

Program, and Project Transition are positive responses to the need among the

disadvantaged to secure a high school education or other educational oreparak-

tion prior to the pursuit of a postsecondary program. Tutorial assistance,

though not a program exclusively for the disadvartaged, may be addressed

to the academic problems of the disadvantaged in training.

Outreach lists (lists of the educationally disadvantaged) which are

circulated by the VA to concerned organizations further illustrate the

increased efforts to assist the disadvantaged.

5. Vietnam veterans are more likely to participate at teas than AM

time rates than World War II and Korean veterans.

The proportion of veterans participating in full-time traininn has

continued to decline since the World War II oeriod. Since today's

veteran is younger and has fewer dependents than veterans of World War II,

one would expect the Vietnam Era veteran to participate more in full-time

training; however, this is not the case.

Veterans in higher education today are slightly less likely to

attend full-time than non-veterans; 68 Percent of all students attending

institutions of higher learning are full-time compared to 65 percent

of veterans.
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While enrollment in part -tine educational programs is more popular

today than in 1945, this is mo'a reason to exnect an increase in part-

time training than a decrease in full-time training. An analysis of

participation rates shows that both full-time and part-time rates for

the current program are below the rates for the World War II GI Rill.

C. The Adequacy of the Program Benefits to Veterans, Educational and
Training institutions, Work-Force, and American -Society

Only limited information is currently available with respect to the

adequacy of the benefits for the work-force as a whole or their impact

on American Society. The impact concentrates on the adequacy of the

program benefits with respect to veterans in light of changes in the

ecoemic variables over time:

6. In neutral, the "real value" of the educational allowance available

to veterans o World War II was renter than the current allownnce

paid to veterans of the Vietnam Conflict when adjuetments are model=

the payment of tuition, fees, books and supplioe.

The current level of benefits, when adjusted for the average cost

of tuition, fees. books and supplies at a 4-year public institution,

represent a significantly smaller proportion of U.S. average monthly

earnings than did the subsistence allowance paid to the veteran of World

'Jar II. This is true whether the veteran is attending a 4-year or 2-year

public college, whether he is single or has dependents.

Only when the Vietnam veteran's expenditures for tuition, fees,

hooks and supplies are equal to or less than the average for 4-year

public institutions are his allowances slightly higher than the subsistence

allowance paid his World War II counterpart adjusted for changes in the

Consumer Price Index.

43
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Unlike the veteran of World War 11, the Vietnam Conflict veteran

finds a wide variance in the portion of his educational allowance avail-

able for subsistence payments, depending on the tuition and fees of the

institution attended.

Comparison of this nature does not take into consideration the

"real cost" of living that the veterans face. From this point of view,

the World War II veteran was generally better off because many institutions

provided special low-cost veterans housino and other special benefits.

Institutions today provide little if any special assistance to veterans

with respect to housing and other services, i.e., employment for spouse,

nursery care, etc.

7. when educational allowances for the Vietnam meteran are adjusted

for the average tuition, fees, books and supplies at a 4-year public

institution, the benelYta remaining are insufficient to meet the

veteran's edtimated living expenses.

Remaining benefits available for subsistence purpcses range from

some 63 percent of estimated living expenses for sinnle veterans to only

50 percent of estimated living expenses for those veterans whn are married.

The single veteran would require S72R in additional resources, a married

veteran with no children would need 51,644 and, if he had children, would

require over S2,0,1(1 in resources over and above the current allowances.

To the extent that tuition, fees, hooks and supplies exceed the

average for an individual veteran at a 4-year public institution, that

portion of his allowances available for subsistence purposes are cor-

respondingly reduced and his need for additional resources increased.

44
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8. When total resouroes available to the veteran for an academia year

are compared faith his estimated Ziving expenses for a similar period,

substantial need exists for additional resources to meet educational costa.

Estimated resources from all sources are insufficient to meet the

estimated living and educational expenses of single veterans and married

veterans with children. Only the married veteran with a working spouse

contributing over $2,400 to his educational and living exnenses has suffi-

cient resources to meet estimated living and average educational expenses.

9. While other federally funded student aid programs are availableto veterans to assist-in the financing of their postsecondary
education, it ap ars that artici ation b veterans drthe VietnamConflict has bet, relatively sma . The sma part c pat on ofveterans in these other federally funded student aid-proyams
ma be attributable to the policy of institutional financial aid
officers of giving priority in the allocation of financial aidresources to those students with the greatest financial need.

The small participation of veterans in these other federally funded

student aid programs may be attributable to the policy of institutional

financial aid officers of giving priority in the allocation of financial

aid resources to those students with the greatest financial need.

Estimates of participation, based on those veterans attending

institutions of higher education in California, ranged from less than

2.5 percent in those programs providing grant funds to a maximum of

10 percent participation in the Federally Insured Loan Program. Since

the veteran has resources available to him through the GI Rill, the

institution may reason that he could otherwise attend and, therefore,

reserve the other student aid funds for students who do not have signifi-

cant resources of their own.
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The average veteran, faced with insufficient resources to meet

his estimated expenses for living plus institutional costs, must

either arranne for additional financial resources outside the normal

student aid funding sources or seek out a lower-cost institution where

such is available.

10. The accessibility of postsecondary education for the Vietnam

Conflict veteran is a ilinction of not only his military service but

also his particular state of residence. The effectiveness of the

benefits is directly related to the availability of low-cost readily

accessible public institutions. The current veteran seeking to use

his educational benefits finds that equal military service does not

provide equal readjustment opportunities with respect to attendance

at postsecondary schools. This is particularly true of institutions

of'higher education.

The maximum allowance for Payment of tuition, fees, books and

supplies provided veterans of World War II allowed them to attend

almost any postsecondary institution. At institutions of hioher

education, veterans were about equally divided between public and

private institutions.

Since World War II, tuition levels and other costs at institutions

of higher learning have increased substantially and today are two to .

five times greater. Concomitant with increases in tuition has come a

decided shift in total college enrollment from private to public

institutions. Since tuition payments re' to funds available for sub-

sistence, the current veteran is attending public institutions to a
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far greater extent than his non-veteran counterpart. Veteran attendance

at low-cost 2-year public institutions is over one and one-third times as great.

Those states with the most highly developed low-cost public

educational systems have the greatest degree of participation by

Vietnam veterans. Mere is a stronn presumptinn that veterans living

in states without such developme%t benefit less from the fl Bill

because they cannot meet the combined costs of education and sub-

sistence.

11. It appears that the states are subsidising the coat of education

for veterans of the Vietnam Conflict an compared with earlier sub-

sidisation by the Veterans Administration. Since higher coots oo

education appear to reduce participation, thin is a significant factor

in determining Jhether the veteran in a narticular state "ill participate,

in education.

Analysis of participation rates by state indicate a hinh cor-

relation between participation and the availability of low-cnst easily

accessible institutions of higher learninn. Veterans have been some-

what less likely to attend private institutions of postsecondary

education than have non-veterans; however, the gap has increased today.

The continued lack of a direct tuition payment is a probable

cause. Due to lower costs, Vietnam veterans tend to enroll in community

and Junior colleges to a nreater exten. than non-veterans. Thirty-nine

Percent of Vietnam veterans enrolled in institutions of higher learninn
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are attending community colleges as compared to 29 percent of non-veterans.

Participation tends to be high in those states that spend the most money

per capita on higher education.

12. Current benefit levels, ntquiring an they do the payment of

tuition, fees, books card supplies, and living emenses, provide

the basis for "unequal treatment of equate." To restore equity

between veterans residing in different states with differing systoms

of public education, some form of variable payments to institutions
to meliorate the differences in institutional casts would be required.

Generally speaking, the average estimated livion expenses will

not vary significantly by type of institution attended. However, the

amount of benefits available to meet those expenses does vary depending

on the availability and type of institution attended.

The veteran residinn in a state with a well-developed system of

low-cost institutions has significantly more of his benefits available

to help defray living expenses than would his counterpart living in a

state without such a system.
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D. The Available Information and Outreach Efforts to Meet the Various
Educational and Training Needs of Eligible Veterans

13. The outreach wfforta of the VA have been suceessAl in informing

move -ens, especially the e6cationallydisadvantaged that benefits

are available. But in both informing and counseling, there has been a

decrease in personal contact.

There were 1.240 contact locations and 6,492 contact employees in

1947. In 1972 there were 247 contact locations and 1,835 contact employees.

While the VA has reduced its personal contact with veterans, other efforts

have been initiated to contact and inform veterans. The VA has shifted

from a passive information role of responding to inquiries to one that

actively seeks to inform the veteran of his benefits. The outreach

effort includes such programs as overseas orientations, presentations

at separation points, a series of letters mailed to recently returned

veterans, one-stop assistance centers, mobile vans, and toll-free

telephone lines.

14. The quantity of counseling to veterans under the GI Bill has declined

over the three periods.

The percent of veterans counseled has declined from 12.9 percent

under PL 346 and 10.2 percent under PL 55n to 3.14 percent under PL 358

through FY 1973. This decline is especially unfortunate in light of

the success of the early counseling program which was both extensive

and innovative.

21-167 0 73 4 49
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15. Public attention to veterans and their problems today appears to

be of lesser magnitude than during the post-world war riperiodt_though

it maybe more comparable to that of the Korean Conflict period. Public

attitudes &ward veterans and ware fought have also changed markedly.

Surveys of Readers Guide to Periodical Literature and the New York

Times Index show that the number of articles and stories about veterans

and their problems after 4orld 'oar II was more than ten times as great

as during and after Korea and Vietnam.

Public attitudes about the wars themselves appear to "rub off" on

attitudes toward veterans of those wars. A plurality of those questioned

in a recent study by Louis Harris, for example, view Vietnam veterans

as "suckers" who were "taken advantage of." of all veterans polled by

4arris, 53 Percent felt that the public's reception of today's veteran

is worse than in the past.

16. Vietnam veterans appear at a disadvantaJo when c.ra,..cd with

yeteranJ of World War 11 in terms of the attention to their needs

provided and generated by major veterans organizations.

While services performed for veterans have remained similar, lobbying

and public information efforts of the major veterans groups have become

more moderate in recent years and contrast vividly with efforts on edu-

cational benefits on behalf of World War II veterans. Some of their

recent outreach efforts show increased attention to the needs of disad-

vantaged veterans, but recent surveys show relatively low membership by

minorities and central city residents in these organizations.

JU
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E. The Nature and Degree of Abuses in the Programs and the Effectiveness
of the Safeguards-Established.

The singular lack of significant publicity with respect to widespread

abuses in the various educational and training prngrams today -- in con-

trast to those of WW II -- is indicative of both safeguards and changes in

conditions over time. Many of the abuses and problems in the educational

and training programs following WW II were the result of the sheer volume

of trainees at a particular point in time and a lack of previous involve-

ment of federal programs in the educational process. The probability

of such abuses occurring at the present time would appear to be minimized

due to the widespread experience and interaction of the federal govern-

ment and the educational community in a wide variety of financial programs

and the absence of a large volume of veterans entering educational insti-

tutions simultaneously. Some problem areas still remain.

17. While progress has been made toward reducing abuses in training

by correspondencej someiroblems remain which warrant oaretta scrutiny

and safeguards.

Veteran participation in training by correspondence has increased

substantially in recent years, but completion rates appear to he low.

It appears that problems involving the advertising and sales function

cf some schools remain, thnunh they are less flagrant than in previous

years.

The functioning of the State Approving Agencies and their contractual

relationship with the VA does not appear to provide for any systematic

assurance of the soundness or educational quality of the correspondence

courses. To date, no comprehensive assessment of the effectiveness of

existing home-study programs and policies has been undertaken.
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F. The Execution and Administration of the Educational and Training,ProgramS

18. In generaZ, the Veterans AeWnistration has adcdnistered the
c--------

education benefits programs effectieety and responsibty over the three
ft-

Confii et periods.

The organizational history of the VA is highlighted by developments

reflecting functional changes based on operating experience and the

establishment of legislative safeguards. while great progress has been

made in reducing abuses in the programs and operational inefficiencies,

there are some remaining problems:

Some delays are caused by the failure of educational institutions
0,0,

to promptly certify veterans enrollment in their schools. Some delays are

caused by errors and backlogs in the processing of educational applica-

tions and claims in the Regional Offices. The VA appears to be taking

steps to improve its service to veterans in this regard through instituting

several new procedures, but it is too early to evaluate the effectiveness

of these changes.

19. Different:lee in treatment of veterans pursuing college degrees and

veterans pursuing non-degree postsecondary educational. programs may be

inhibiting the use of benefits for belay college lave: training.

There are several policies regarding progress and attendance that

clearly show differential treatment between veterans in deoree-granting

Programs and veterans pursuing other postsecondary educational programs.

These policies, which include clock hour vs. credit hour policies,

certification of attendance requirements, and change of course require-

ments, are based on an educational situation that was the standard 23

years ago, but is no longer applicable.
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The application of these differential policies places constraints

on veterans pursuing non -degree programs, such as vocational or technical

Programs, and may be discouraging veterans from pursuinn these pronrams.

Participation rates which have indicated a decline in below college

level education suggest that these policies have had a detrimental

effect on enrollment in non-degree educational programs: this is

particularly inappropriate at a time when there is increased emphasis

on this form of education in legislation, government programs. and

projections of manpower needs.

20. The limited effect of other Federal agencies' el:Corts to provide

education and training to veterans has been iue in part to a 'act,' of

overall direction, leaderchir lnd coordination. 4Zthou-hLcA41=1"

coordination between the V4 and other agencies is greater now than during

the previous two conflict periods, it remain: limited. When the VA has

exercised initiati:v and leaderap the results ;we been good.

The VA has increased its participation on interaoency cnmmittees

and increased its working relationships with Federal agencies. liowever,

the VA's coordination effort varies areatly from aaenty to aaency. 4ith

some agencies ar.d organizations the VA has built ongoing working relation-

ships at both the national and local levels. nn the other hand, coordination

with the plethora of local 2..el community services is left to the dis-

cretion of the regional or field office.
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21. Other Federal vyoien have increace4 the °cope of their aoeietanee

efforts for both It_..__._4zM)Lic...__.teraltanveteronsovort.4ytatthe

ware durin2 the 'Mat-World War II and Korean Omni/Jet eras. limAteocr,

many OtIL...Er2e1L1rtsareliectintheerecttht?1, have on the

Vietnam Era veterans.

Federal agencies other Mon the VA are providing a much greater

degree of assistance to the education and training needs of veterans

than during the post-Wnrld War II and Knrean eras. In fact. the Man-

power Administration, the Office of Economic Opportunity. and most of

the aid programs of the Office of Education did not exist during the

earlier periods so that strict comparisons cannot be made. Although

the number of veterans served by these programs represent a formidable

achievement. it must be placed in the context of greater Federal involve-

ment in education and manclowar policy in general. Furthermore, the

special efforts to provide services to veterans have come at a late point

in the Vietnam Era and some have su fered budgetary cutbacks. signifi-

cantly limiting their effect.



Chapter 2

AN OVERVIEW OF THE THREE GI BILLS

Educational assistance to veterans has been provided by three dis-

tinct programs for veterans of World War II, the Korean Conflict, and

the post-orean period:

The 'ervicemel,'s Readjustment Act of 1944, PL346, 78th Congress be-

came law on June 22,1944 and covered service in the Armed Forces be-

tween September 16, 1940 through July 25, 1947.

The Korean Conflict legislation, P1.550, 82nd Congress became effec-

tive August 20. 1952 and covered service between June 27, 1950 through

Jonuary 31, 1955.

The post-Korean or Cold War GI Bill, PL358, 89th Congress became

effective June 1, 1966 and covers service after February 1, 1955.

The stated purpose of each of the three bills has been to provie

vocational readjustment and to restore educational opportunties lost

due to service in the Armed Forces. The post-Korean Bill ac.ds a third

goal making service in the Armed Forces more attractive. (See Appendix A

for a dettiled comparison of the three GI Bills.)

Basic Entitlement Period

The World War II GI Bill provided a minimum of one year of train-

ing plus one North for each month of active duty up to a maximum of 48

months. The Korean GI Bill provided training at the rate of 1-1/2 times

active duty time up to a maximum of 36 months. The post-Korean Bill

provides training at the same 1-1/2 rate as the Korean Bill but provides

the maximum of 36 months after only 18 months of service.
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Another change mai.es servicemen eligible to use their benefits

while still in servicil, ,.fter serving a minimum of 181 days. In add-

ition, the post-Korean Bill allows veterans to complete required refresher

remedial or deficiency courses without using any of their basic entitle-

ment. Under this provision, a veteran may use his benefits to complete

his high school education with no loss of his basic entitlement.

All three bills require that a veteran enroll in an approved course

of instruction in order to be eligible for benefits. The GI Bill of 1944

permitted avocational courses; these were banned in 1948, and are not

permitted under the latter two bills.

Allowances

A major difference between the World War II GI Bill and the two

more recent bills is in the method of computing payments and the amount

of those payments. Under the original program of 1944, a veteran's

full school costs, including tutition, fees, books, and supplies, were

paid directly by the Veterans Administration up to a maximum of $500

per school year. A student was allowed to use his tutition allowance

at an accelerated rate to cover his educational costs if they exceeded

the $500 figure, with a charge of one day of entitlement for each $2.10

paid. In addition, veterans received a monthly subsistence allowance

of $50 which was later increased to $65 in 1946 and $75 in 1948. A

statutory ceiling curtailed benefits if a veteran's monthly income

rose above $175 if he had no dependents, and $200 if he had dependents,

In 1948 this ceiling was raised to $210 for no dependents, $270 for

one dependent. and $290 for two or more dependents.
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Under the Korean and post-Korean programs, the direct payment of

education costs by the Veterans Administration was eliminated. Instead,

the veteran receives an "educational assistance" allowance which is

intended to meet in part his living expenses and his educational costs.

The Korean Conflict Bill provided a monthly allowance of $110 for a

full-time student with no dEpendents. A veteran with one dependent

received $135 and those with more than one dependent received $160.

The post Korean vogram provided an educational assistance allowance

of $100 in 1966 which was raised periodically to its present level of

$220 for a veteran with no dependents. A veteran with one dependent

receives $261 while those with two receive $298 and those with more than

two receive $18 for each additional dependent. (See Appendix A-1 for

detailed allowance schedule).

Training Time Requirements

Full-time benefits for college students have always been based on

a minimum number of semester hours. The World War II minimum was 12

semester hours; the Korean minimum was set at 14 hours,and the current

mdnimum is 14 hours, or 12 if the school considers 12 hours full-

time.

Other post-secondary training has clock hour requirements. Since

1950 the requirement for full-time benefits has been 25 hours of instruc-

tion per week, or 30 hours attendance in shop practice courses.

World War II veterans were required to begin their training within

four years after release from the service and were eligible to draw

benefits up to nine years after release. Korean Conflict veterans were

Ii7
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allowed to commence training up to three years atter release and had

eight years of eligibility. The current program has no commencement time

specified but retains the eight-year time limit on period of eligibility.

New Programs

The current GI Bill provides benefits not provided under the earlier

legislation. Currently, veterans may have tutorial assistance costing

up to $50 a month and an overall maximum of $450. As mentioned earlier,

educationally disadvantaged servicemen may =use GI Bill benefits to

complete high school or refresher courses prior to their discharge from

the service with no loss of entitlement.

tin-the-lob. Flight. Correspondence and Farm Training.

The on-the-job training program has remained basically the same

under the three bills, with increases in basic a'lowances and a reduction

in the full-time requirement from 36 to 30 hours per week in the current

legislation. Flight training has undergone several changes. The World

War II Bill provided for a susbsistence allowance and allowed training

ft..- a private pilot's course, both of which have been eliminated in the

present program.

Effective January 1, 1973, veterans are required to pay 10 percent

of the cost of correspo 4ence courses. Under the two earlier programs,

the full cost was paid with a reduction in entitlement of one-quarter of

the elapsed time of the course. Under the present program, entitlement is

reduced according to the cost of the course.

During the World War 11 and Korean programs, the farm training

provisions provided individualized instruction on the farm. The present

eliminates this, but provides institutional training involving more
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formalized instruction, reflecting the increased complexity of agricul-

tural management.

Vocational Rehabilitation

In general, the provisions relating to vocational rehabilitation are

the same for all three programs. The basic benefits provide up to 48 months

of rehabilitation training for an honorably discharged veteran with a

service-connected disability. The Veterans Administration pays the full

costs of tuition, fees, books, and supplies in addition to a monthly

subsistence allowance which is currently $170.

One important differece concerns eligibility of Vietnam Era veterans:

vocational rehabilitation benefits can be provided to Vietnam veterans

only if the qualifying disability is rated at 30 percent or more, or

can be clearly shown to have caused a pronounced employment handicap.

For World War II and Korean Conflict veterans, the only requirement was a

disability for which compensation could be paid.

Education Assistance for Veterans' Survivors and Dependents

Educational benefits were extended to orphans of servicemen for the

first time in 1956. The original War Orphans' EDutational Assistance Act

provided educational benefits only fur orphans of those who had died because

of service-connected disabilities. The benefits were made available to

orphans of those who died in World War II as well as the Korean Conflict.

The benefits have remained essentially the same since the original act.

However, eligibility requirements later were eased to allow educational

assistance for the widow of a veteran who died of service-connected causes,

the wives and children of veterans who are totally and permanently disabled,
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and the wives and children of prisoners of war and those listed as missing

in action. Allowance levels are comparable to those for veterans with a

basic entitlement of 36 months. (See Appendix A for detailed outline of all

educational provisions.)
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Chapter 3

COMPARABILITY OF BENEFIT LEVELS

Now does the level of benefits paid to Vietnam veterans compare with

those benefits paid to World War II veterans? Some believe that the assis-

tance now being provided to Vietnam veterans is more or less comparable

to the assistance provided World War II veterans. On the other hand, there

are those who state that World War II veterans had a much better deal.

particularly those who were privileged to attend postsecondary schools

whose present tuition rates are so high it is almost impossible for

Vietnam veterans to even think about attending them under the current GI

Bill. This group points out that within the college-going veteran popula-

tion, there has been a drift toward the publicly sponsored segment of higher

education and that greater use of educational benefits by veterans is more

predominant in those states with well-developed systems of low-cost public

education -- particularly community colleges.

Concern has been expressed about the distribution of veterans among

colleges in view of studies which indicate that where a student goes to

college matters almost as much as whether he goes to college. The sig-

nificantly greater participation of veterans in higher education in those

states with well-developed low-cost college systems would indicate that

the "real" availability of (or ability to utilize) educational benefits

is a function of not only being a veteran but also the function of a

particular state of residence.
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The purpose of this section is to compare current benefit levels

with those available to veterans of World War II and the Korean Conflict,

in terms of changes in the Consumer Price Index, growth in per capita

income, and changes in educational tuition levels. It will also review

the relationship between benefit levels and changes in the college-going

population, and the relationship between veterans participation in higher

education and state expenditures for education.

The "Real" Value of Educational Benefits

In discussing comparability of educational benefits, it is not suf-

ficient to determine what payments today would be equivalent to those of

earlier veterans. It is inappropriate merely to make adjustments for

changes in the Consumer Price IndJex, which represents changes in a broad

segment of living costs. It is also necessary to measure changes in the

supply side, i.e., changes in the cost of getting an education. The "real"

measure or value of the educational benefits is the goods and services

that it will purchase. In this case, what type of education is available

to the Vietnam veteran on the basis of current benefits vis-a-vis his World

War II counterpart?

Discussions of comparability of educational benefits is further comp-

licated by the significant change in the payment of benefits which occurred

with the Korean Conflict and subsequent bills versus those authorized for

World War II veterans. The World War II GI Bill provided in 1948 for a
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subsistence allowance of $75 per month while attending an educational

institution plus a direct payment to the institution for tuition, fees,

books and supplies up to a maximum of $500 per year. The Korean Conflict

GI Bill provided for a single payment to the veteran of $110. Under this

arrangement, the monthly subsistence rate includes an amount ($35i which

was intended to help the veteran meet the educational costs of tuition,

fees, books and supplies. The single payment, consisting of both sub-

sistence and an amount to defray educational expenses was continued for

veterans of the Vietnam Conflict and is currently $220 per month for a

single veteran.

In order to measure comparability of educational benefits, it is

necessary to take into consideration the significant changes in the

economy that have taken place over the 25 years between 1948 and 1973.

During this period, the Consumer Price Index rose from a 1948 average of

72.1 (1967 T 100) to 132.4 as of June 1973. Average monthly earnings rose

from $212 in 1948 to some $617 as of May 1973. During the same period,

average tuition and fees at 4-year public institutions more than doubled

and tuition at 4-year private institutions increased fivefold. Increases

of a similar nature occurred in other postsecondary institutions. The most

dramatic changes occurred in the decade of the 1960s and continue to the

present. The variation in changes are illustrated in Figure 1.

A measure of the "real" value of educational benefits or what dollar

amount in hAnefits would be required to provide parity in purchasing an

education between the veteran of World War II and his Vietnam counterpart
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may be ascertained by adjusting the World War II subsistence benefits and

educational benefits for changes that have occurred in the Consumer Price

Index.

During the period 1943 to mid 1973, the Consumer Price Index rose

from 72.1 to 132.4 or a ratio of 1.8363. The changes in average tuition

charges over the same period were considerably greater, as illustrated in

Table 1 below:

Table 1: AVERAGE TUITION CHARGES, 1943 -1972, PUBLIC AND
PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION

Tuition Charges

Public Private

Year 4-year 2-year 4-year 2-year

1948 194 NA 368 NA

1954 150 54 481 321

1960 282 108 1192 654

1966 373 146 1500 1019

1972 419 222 1901 1233

Ratio:

1948-1972 2.15 4.11 5.22 3.94

Source: Derived from Sources of Funds to Colle es and
Universities, une del ; ro ections o
Educational Statistics to 1980- , National
Center for Educational Statistics

Using these data, a comparison of educational benefits can be made for

those received by veterans of World War II with those currently being

received by veterans of the Vietnam Conflict. Such a comparison is shown

in Table 2.

It is apparent that the average Vietnam veteran attending a 4-year

public or a 2-year public institution has educational benefits slightly

higher than his World War II counterpart when adjustments for changes in

21.187 0 73 5
cca
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the Consumer Price Index are made. It may well he that this slight gain is

overstated for it does not take into account the fact that the World War 1I

veteran was often able to take advantage of low-cost veterans' housing and

many other special services that are generally not available to veterans

of the Vietnam Conflict.

To the extent that a Vietnam veteran is not avprIgr, i.e., attending do

institution where the tuition exceeds the U. S. average of 5419 for a public

institution; then his benefits are less than those available to thP veteran

of World War II. The differential treatment of veterans, depending upon

their choice of 4-year public institutions, is illustrated in Table 5 for

a representative group of public institutions.

Clearly, there is a wide variance in the funds available to the veteran

for living expenses depending upon the state of residence and 4-year Public

institution available to him.

The Vietnam veteran student desiring to attend a private institution,

either vocational-technical or an institution of higher learning, is severely

disadvantaged with respect to the veteran of World War II. As illustrated

in Table 2 above. the direct tuition payment of World War II covered the

average tuition, books and supplies of 4-year private institutions and the

VA allowance of $75 per month was available for living expenses. The five-

fold increase in the average tuition of 4-year private institutions by 1973.

coupled with the cost of books and supplies, requires the Vietnam veteran

with current benefits of 51,930 to raise an additional $136 just to meet

educational costs -- leaving literally nothing for subsistence.

P. GI fill has traditionally been only an element -- but a major one --

in the living funds available to veterans. It has not been enough to support
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even a single veteran in most locations, particularly today with the cost of

living continuing to increase.

Rising U. S. Incomes

Another means of measuring comparability is to view the benefits avail-

able to the veteran of World War II. Table 4 comnares average individual

monthly earnings for selected years to the benefits available to the veteran

for subsistence purposes.

Table 4 reveals that the current level of benefits, when adjusted for

the payment of tuition, fees, books and suoplies, represents a significantly

smaller proportion of average monthly earnings than did the subsistence

allowance paid to the veteran of World War II. This is true whether the

veteran attending a 4-year or 2-year oublic college, whether he is single

or has dependents. It is apparent that inflation and a rising standard of

living have taken their toll on the Vietnam veteran's benefits and that his

"real" ability to purchase postsecondary education has diminished with

respect to his World War II c,...mterpart.

Educational Benefits and Accessibility to Higher Education

There are few sectors of society where private and public institutions

exist side by side, and although this diversity is beneficial in many ways,

it also creates stresses and strains. The stresses and strains with respect

to tuition costs between the public and private sectors have had major impact

on the accessibility of higher education to veteran students.

In perioda of relatively stable prices and only moderate growth in

enrollments, tuition charges at public and private institutions have his-

torically maintained a reasonably constant relationship to each other. As
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Table 4: COMPARISON OF U. S. AVERAGE MONTHLY
EARNINGS TO GI BILL BENEFITS FOR

VETERANS IN SELECTED YEARS

1948

% of
Average
Monthly
Earnings

May
1973

2'. of

Average
Monthly
Earnings

Average monthly
earnings: $212 $617 III MD

Monthly Payments:

No Dependents 75 35.4 220 35.7

After tuition at,
4-year college -- .... 149 24.1

After tuition at-
2 -year college -- . _ 171 27.7

One Dependents 105 49.5 261 42.3

After tuition at
1

4-year college -- -- 190 30.9

After tuition at
1

2-year college -- 212 34.4

Two Dependents 123 56.6 298 48.3

After tuition atl
4-year college .... = dM, 227 36.9

After tuition atl
2-year college -- ... 249 40.4

1

A monthly charge of $70.55 for public 4-year institutions and
- $48.67 for 2-year public institutions, derived from average

tuition, fees, books and supplies illustrated in Table 2 , is
deducted from the appropriate monthly payment.

Source: National League of Cities/United States Conference of Mayors.
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Figure 2 indicates, immediately prior to the influx of returning World War :I

veterans, tuition charges at private colleges were about three times as high

as tto were in the average public institution. In the immediate post-war

period, the sap narrowed considerably (basically caused by the fact that most

public institutions were reimbursed for veterans' tuition at nonresident

rates). Since 1953, the two average tuition levels have drawn farther and

farther apart, with the most striking divergence occurring in the recent

period of rapid expansion in enrollments and general cost inflation. This

reflects the greater willingness of the states to absorb a substantial por-

tion of the increase in cost for public higher education. it also reflects

the changing "mix" in the public sector, as the number of 2-year colleges,

typically maintaining low tuition charges, has increased much faster than

the 4-year institutions. By 1972-73, average tuitions at private 4-year

colleges were 5 times those at public institutions.

Figure ?: AVERAGE TUITION CHARGES IN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE
INSTITUTIONS PER FTE STUDENT, 1929-30 to 1972-73

$I 600

1 200

Prmate

Puhlw

L.

1929 30 1939 10 1949 50 1959 60 1969 /0 1972 73

Source: Higher Education: Who Pays? Who Benefits?
How Should Pay?
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Perhaps even more important than the ratio of tuition levels, in the

minds of most veterans, is the absolute dollar difference. In 1948 the

gap between the two types of 4-year institutions was $174. By 1972-73, the

gap had increased to some $1,480 per year.

This widening gap in tuition charges has clearly decreased the share

of total degree-credit enrollment held by the private colleges and univer-

sities and has decreased veteran attendance to an even greater degree. As

Table 5 indicates, veteran students were about equally divided between

public and private institutions in 1948-49 but had increased their partici-

pation in public institutions vis-a-vis all college students by 1957-58,

and this trend continues at the present time.

Table 5: PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEAR!ITNG UNDER THREE GI BILLS

IN COMPARISON WITH NONVETERAN COLIEGE STUDENTS

Veteran College Students All College Students

Public Private Public Private

1948-49 (World War II) 50 50 49 51

1957-58 (Korean conflict) 62 33 58 42
1972-73 (Vietnam era) 81 19 77 23

Source: Derived from VA, DVB, 18 24233-3 and Di est of Educational
Statistics, National Center for Educa ona tatist cs, 1 1

The inflationary trend in tuition rates and the general cost of educa-

tion have also had a marked effect with respect to accessibility and use of

educational benefits by Vietnam Era veterans. As Table 6 indicates, there

is a much heavier concentration
of college-going veterans in public 2-year

institutions than is found among the general college-going population.
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Table 6: PERCENTAGE OF VETERANS ENROLLED IN INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER
EDUCATION IN COMPARISON WITH NONVETERAN STUDENTS

Veteran All
1972-73 College Students College Students

4-year Public 42% 48%

2-year Pubic 39% 29%

Private 19% 23%

Source: VA Office of Research and Statistics, DVB

If states are ranked on the basis of cumulative participation rates of

Vietnam veterans in 2-year and 4-year colleges as illustrated in Table 7

below, it is found that those states with the most highly developed low-

cost public educational systems have the greatest degree of participation

by Vietnam veterans.

As discussed further on page 159, a strong relationship exists between

state per capita expenditures on higher education and participation rates.

There is a strong presumption that Veterans living in states that do not

provide low-cost, easily accessible opportunities for higher education bene-

fit less from the GI Bill because they cannot meet the costs of education

in their states. Nor is it possible, in many cases, for the veteran to

attend an out of state school due to the high tuition payments required of

nonresidents.

Higher education is not uniformly accessible to the Vietnam conflict

veteran as it was to the veteran of World War II. Tuition rates in 1943

were generally less than the direct maximum payment of $500 to institutions

for tuition, fees, books and supplies. As a consequence, the World War II

veteran had access to almost any institution in the United States, equal

military service provided equal readjustment opportunities, except for

variables such as major disability, "bad" discharge, etc.
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Table 7: VIETNAM -ERA VETERAN GI BILL ENROLLMENT IN JUNIOR AND FOUR-YEAR
COLLEGES BY STATES BASED ON PARTCIPATION RATES

April 1973 Vietnam Era
Veteran Population

Percent Ever in
College under GI Bill

1. California 756,000 37.01
2. North Dakota 15,100 35.6
3. Arizona 64,000 34.2
4. New Mexico 32,000 31.0
S. Oregon 81.000 30.0
6. Idaho 22,00 29.3
7. Utah 40,00G 29.0
8. Washington 143,100 28.9
9. Wyoming 11,009 28.9

10. South Dakota 15,100 28.7
11. Hawaii 29,000 28.5
12. Colorado 885,000 27.7
13. Oklahoma 91,000 26:3
14. Kansas 69,000 26.2
15. Florida 224,000 26.1
16. Montana 24,00o 26.1
17. Texas 355,000 25.7
13. Nebraska 44,000 25.2
19. Michigan 266,000 23.0
20. Wisconsin 130,000 22.1
21. Alabama 93,000 21.9
22. North Carolina 142,000 21.9
23. Missouri 147,000 2i.6
24 Illinois 321,000 2i.6
25. New York 478,000 21.3
26. Minnesota 133,000 21.2
27. Mississippi 46,000 /1.1
28. Maryland 139,000 -1.1
29. Louisiana 97,000 20.9
30. Tennessee 111,000 20.4
31. Rhode Island 34,001 20.1
32. Arkansas 53,000 19.9
,3. Massachusetts 138,000 19.8
14. Connecticut 95,000 19.4
35. Iowa 83,000 19.2
36. Virginia ica,ono 19.4
37. Delaware 20,000 18.9
:38. West Virginia 46,001 18.5
39. South Carolina 80,000 18.4
40. Nevada 20,000 17.6
41. Mine 30,000 17.5
42. Georgia 152,000 17.3
43. New Jersey 208,000 17.0
44. New Hampshire 28,000 16.9
45. Ohio 336,000 16.8
46. Pennsylvania 357,000 16.4
47. Kentucky 87,000 16.4
48. Alaska 12,090 18.0
49. Indiana 167,000 14.3
50. Vermont 14,000 14.2

Source: Derived from VA, DVB, 113 24-73-3. Appendix Table IT-
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The accessibility of higher education tnr the Vietnam conflict veteran

is a function of not only his military service but also his particular state

of residence. The effectiveness of the benefits is directly related to the

availability of low-cost, readily accessible public institutions. The cur-

rent veteran seeking to use his educational benefits finds that equal

military service does not provide equal readjustment opportunities with

respect to attendance at an institution of higher education.
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Chapter 4

ADEQUACY OF CURRENT BENEFIT LEVELS

The previous chapter discussed the comparability of the benefits paid

to veterans of World War II vis-a-vis those paid to veterans of the Vietnam

Conflict. Part of the discussion centered on the fact that in considering

comparability of educational benefits, it is not sufficient to determine

what payments at the present time would be equivalent to those of earlier

veterans; it is also necessary to measure changes in the supply side, i.e.,

changes in the cost of securing an education. There was extensive discus-

sion of what type of education is available to the Vietnam veteran on the

basis of current benefits as compared with his World War II counterpart.

This chapter will focus on the adequacy of benefits in relation to the

costs of education in light of current economic conditions at institutions

of higher education. the major part of the chapter will be devoted to the

discussion of the financial characteristics. of college attendance by veterans.

It will attempt to provide data on what the total costs of education are

vis-a-vis the level of educational benefits, how veterans are financing their

education, and some preliminary indications of veteran participation in other

fedE.d1 student aid programs.

The Costs of Going to College

Little, if any, information is available on the actual costs of higher

education that veteran students must pay. General data do not appear to

exist on actual educational costs of veterans of World War II and the Korean

Conflict. Certain data have recently become available regarding the finan-

cial characteristics of veterans currently attending institutions of higher

education and are reported here for the first time.
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The data has been provided by an analysis of students who had been

determined to be self-supporting by institutional financial aid officers

and filed the Students Financial Statement with the College Scholarship

Service of the College Entrance Examination Board. Over 140,000 students

throughout the United States filed such statements estimating their

expenses and resources for the period July 1, 1972 to June 30, 1973. Some

100,000 of these Student Financial Statements were filed during the period

March 1, 1972 through November 30, 1972. Of the total filing population,

21.3 oercent indicated they were or would be receiving veterans benefits

during the 1972-73 school year.

Veterans were asked to indicate the amounts that they spent or expected

to spend during the 12-month year (July 1, 1972 to June 30. 1973) for tuition

and fees. books, supplies, and course materials; room and board; transpor-

tation; and clothing, recreation, and incidental/other expenses. Because

the amounts paid for tuition and fees are fixed by institutional policy and

vary by type of institution attended. they have been eliminated from these

comparisons in order to more accurately reflect those items of educationally

related expense which are under the control of the veteran and can vary

according to the choices he makes.

rupp::7es, an/ 1.)urat, Arterials

There seems to be little variability in the amount paid by the veteran

for books and othPr materials he needs to purchase. The mean estimated ex-

penditure of all veterans in the sample was $146 for books and $70 for supplies

77
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and other course materials. Of the veteran population, 74 percent estimated

they would spend less than $200 for books and some 90 percent indicated they

would spend under $150 for supplies and other materials.

Table 8: VETERANS ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES FOR BOOKS,
SUPPLIES, AND COURSE MATERIALS

Books
Supplies and

Course Materials

Less than $100 19.7 80.2

$101 to $200 54.5 12.6

201 to 400 24.0 4.4

401 to 600 1.3 1.0

601 and above 0.5 1.8

In the subsequent analysis, the mean estimated expenses of all veterans for

books, supplies, and other course materials of $216 will be used.

Rent

The The average expense estimated by veterans for rent for the 12-month

period was $1,493. Single veterans estimated an average expenditure of $973,

married veterans without children an average of $1,723, and married veterans

with children an average of $1,928.

Table 9: VETERANS ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES FOR RENT
1972-73

Expenditure
All

Veterans Single
Married

No Children

Married
With Children

Less than $499 9.2% 18.6% 3.2% 4.3%
$ 500 to $ 749 7.3 15.7 2.4 2.2

'SO to 999 9.4 17.6 4.9 3.8
1,000 to 1,249 13.4 20.7 10.3 7.3

1,250 to 1,499 10.4 8.7 12.6 9.4

1,500 to 1,749 14.1 9.2 18.0 14.9
1,750 to 1,999 11.3 4.7 16.3 14.2
2,000 to 2,499 15.5 3.9 22.3 23.2
2,500 and above 14.4 1.9 10.1 20.7
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Food and Houachold .5uppliea

The average expense estimated by veterans for food and household supplies

during the year was $1,126. Single veterans reported an estimated average

expenditure of $652, married veterans without children an average of $1,187,

and married veterans with children an average of $1,692.

Table 10: VETERANS ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES FOR FOOD AND HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES
1972-73

Expenditure
All

Veterans Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $499 15.1% 33.0% 5.0% 4.1%$ 500 to $ 749 16.3 31.1 11.0 3.9
750 to 999 13.8 16.8 18.4 16.71,000 to 1,249 19.0 11.4 28.4 16.71,250 to 1,499 9.0 3.1 11.9 12.21,500 to 1,749 10.4 2.7 12.5 15.51.750 to 1,999 5.4 0.8 5.4 10.92,000 to 2,499 6.8 0.6 5.6 16.7

2,500 and above 4.2 0.4 1.9 13.9

C:7th:nj, Laundry 2nd C:lning

Another major variable in the veteran's budget is the amount he spends

on clothing, laundry and cleaning expenses. The average expenditure esti-

mated by veterans for the year was $320. Single veterans estimated an

average expenditure of $203, married veterans without children an average

of $347, and married veterans with children an average of $444.
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Table 11: VETERANS ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES FOR CLOTHING, LAUNDRY AND CLEANING
1972 -13

Expenditure

All

Veterans Single

Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $199 34.29 53.41 25.61! 20.4.

. $200 to $399 35.3 34.1 38.4 31.7

400 to 499 17.1 9.0 21.4 22.2

600 or more 13.4 2.5 14.6 25.7

"r ;' :a: re 2!-:

The average estimated expense by veterans for transportation exrns,..

during the year was $455. Over 60 percent of the veterans estimated yearly

expenses for transportation of $500 or less, while only.8.5 percent estimated

they would spend more than $1,000.

Table 12: VETERANS ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES FOR TRANSPORTATION
1972-73

Less than $200

$ 201 to $ 400 31.5

401 to 500 11.3

501 to 1,010 28.6

1,000 anJ above 8.5

The average estimated expense by veterans for medical and dental ex-

penses during the year was $228. Single veterans estimated an average

expenditure of $85, married veterans without children an average of $260,

and married veterans with children an average of $327.

21.167 0 . 73 -
80
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Table 13: VETERANS ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES FOR MEDICAL
AND DENTAL EXPENSES

1972-73

Expenditure
All

Veterans Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $200 57.4% 85.8% 50.0% 35.6%

$200 to 5399 22.9 10.7 27.7 32.7

400 to 599 10.2 1.9 12.1 17.1

600 or more 9.5 1.6 10.2 14.6

ChiZd C.v'

Among veterans with children, costs of child care were an important

expense component. Veterans with children estimated average child care

expenses for the year at $381. Over 50 percent of the married veterans with

children estimated child care expenses of $250 or less. On the other hand,

some 11.3 percent of such veterans estimated expenses in excess of $1,000.

Table 14t VETERANS WITH CHILDREN ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES
FOR CHILD CARE

1972-73

Less than $200 47.4%

$ 200 to $399 11.2

400 to 599 10.1

600 to 999 20.0

1,000 or more 11.3

Other Expenses

Another major variable item in the veteran's budget is the amount that

he spends on "miscellaneous" items nonetheless necessary for maintenance,

survival, and attendance at college. The average estimated expenditure for

the year for other expenses was $405. Single veterans reported an average
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estimated exnenditure of 5263, married veterans without children estimated

an average of $506, and married veterans with children an average of $428.

Table 15: VETERANS ESTP1ATED OTHER EXPE1SES
1972-73

Expenditure
All

Veterans Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $200 46.7' 58.4' 36.1' 41.6%

$200 to $399 15.7 16.4 1F.9 16.5

400 to 490 12.2 10.7 13.2 14.0

600 or lore 25.4 14.5 33.8 27.9

Total Estimated Budget for 1972-73

As previously indicated, thg estimated budget was calculated excluding

the amounts estimated for tuition and fees in an attempt to represent only

those expenses which were under the control of the veteran and to prevent

any bias that might be caused by the tyre of institution that the veteran

was planning to attend. In order to present information more directly

relevant to the type of veterans in education and to make it possible to

relate educational exoense to benefit levels, differential budgets were

calculated for the subgroups of the population. Since the amounts estimated

to be spent for book, s.lpolies, and course materials and transportation

appeared not be vary greatly from group to group, constant amounts of $216

for books and st,nlies, and $455 for transportation were included.

8Z
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Table 16: VETERANS ESTIMATED 12-MONTH BUDGET, EXCLUDING TUITION AND FEES
1972-73

Average
Expenditure

All

Veterans Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Books, supplies,
course materials $ 216 S 216 $ 216 $ 216

Rent 1,443 973 1,723 1,428

Food and house-
hold supplies 1,126 652 1,187 1,692

Clothing, laundry,
cleaning 320 203 347 444

Transportation . 455 455 455 455

Medical and dental 228 85 260 327

Child Care 162 -- - -- 381

Other expenses 405 236 506 428

TOTAL $4,4= 05 $2,847 $4,694 $5,871=== ..---=

In reviewing these budgets, it must be reiterated that these are veterans'

estimates of expenses that they would generally have during the 12-month

period July 1, 1972 to June 30, 1473 and were estimates in support of

applications for additional financial assistance from the institutions

they were attending or were planning to attend.

Comparisons of these budgets with veterans benef't levels can be

facilitated by recasting the budget for the academic year.
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Table 17: VETERANS ESTIMATED 9-MONTH BUDGET, EXCLUDING TUITION AND FEES
1972-73

Budget
Total

Veterans Single

Married
No Children

Married
With Children

Est;mated Budget $4,405 $2,647 $4.694 $5.871

Less: Books and
Supplies 216 216 216 216

Estimated living
expenses $4,189 $2,631 $4,478 $5,655

Lass: 1/4 esti-
mated living
expenses 1,047 658 1.120 1,414

Estimated living
expenses 1972-73
academic year $3,140 $1.973 $3,358 $4.241

Adequacy of Current Benefit Levels to Meet Educational Costs

In previous discussions, it was pointed out that veterans benefits

were an integral anal important part of the resources necessary to provide

for the payment of living expenses and tuition, fees and books in order to

attend a postsecondary institution. One aspect of the adequacy of current

benefit levels to meet living costs in light of current economic conditions

may be provided ty comparing that portion of benefits available after pay-

ment of average tuition, fees, books and supplies at a 4-year public

institution.
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Table 18: AVAILABILITY OF VA ALLOWANCES !O MEET ESTIMATED LIVING EXPENSES
1972-73

Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

VA Allowance $1,980 $2,349 $2,8441
(9 -month IMO

19/2-73 School Year

4-Year Public

Average tuition, fees,
books and supplies 635 635 635

Benefits available
for subsistence $1.345 $1,714 $2,209

Estimated living expenses 1,973 3,358 4,241

Additional resources needed $ 628 $1,644 $2 032

1

Assumes veteran and three dependents

Source: Average tuition, fees, books, etc.: Table 2, Chapter 3.
Estimated living expenses: Table 17.

When VA allowances are adjusted for the average tuition, fees. books and

supplies at a 4-year public college, it can be seen that ttc remaining bene-

fits are insufficient to meet the veteran's estimates of living expenses

for the academic year. For the single veteran, benefits available for sub-

sistence purposes represent 68.2 percent of estimated living expenses:

married veterans find their benefits available for subsistence representing

slightly more than 50 percent of their estimated budget. It is obvious

that the current allowances, either before or after adjustment for tuition,

fees, books and supplies. are not sufficient of themselves to meet the

estimated living expenses of the veteran student during the academic year.
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To the extent that tuition, fees, books and supplies exceed the average

for a 4-year public institution to an individual veteran, that portion of

his allowances available for subsistence purposes are correspondingly reduced

and hiS need for additional resources increases.

If the veteran attended a low-cost community college where the average

tuition, fees, books and supplies were some $438 for the academic year, the

remaining benefits available for subsistence purposes would be greater. In

such a case, the single veteran would have remaining benefits approximating

794 percent of estimated living expenses; marriEd veterans' remaining bene-

fits would cover about 56 percent of their estimated living expenses.

It can be said that the current benefit levels, requiring as they do the

payment of both tuition, fees, books, supplies, and living expenses, provide

the basis for "unequal treatment of equals." Generally speaking, the average

estimated living expenses will not vary significantly by type of institution

attended (although there may be significant differences between geographical

locations); however, the amount of benefits available to meet those expenses

does vary depending upon the availability and type of institution attended.

Ceterus paribuse veterans with equal characteristics should be equally

treated. Such is not the case for veterans at the present time. The vet-

eran residing in a state with a well-developed system of low-cost institt-

tions of higher education has significantly more of his benefits available

to help defray living expenses than would his equal counterpart living in a

state without such system of low-cost institutions. In order to restore

equity between veterans residing in different states with differing systems

of public education, some form of variable payments to institution to

ameliorate the differences in institutional costs would be required.

vii
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The Financiwkof Veterans' Educational Costs

In addition to estimates of educational expenses for the 1972-73 year,

veterans filing Student's Financial Statements also estimated the resources

that they would have availat;, to meet those expenses from sources other

than the institution t .:11 they were applying for financial aid.

Most institutions expAct that students will provide some portion of

their own expenses from their own efforts, independent of what the institu-

tion can provide. This is generally referred to as "self-help." and includes

contributions from personal savings and assets, part-time work, and for

married veterans, the contribution that their spouse makes toward living

expenses. Generally, the older the student is, the larger is the amount

the college expects will be provided through self-help. This component is

an important segment of the estimated resources for veterar students.

SOployment

The mean total 1972-73 earnings after taxes estimated by all veteran stu-

dents were $1,047. Single veterans estimated after tax earnings.of $753, married

veterans without children $875, and married veterans with children $1.232.

Taole 19: VETERANS ESTIMATED TOTAL AFTER-TAX INCOME FROM EMPLOYMENT

1972-73

All

Income Veterans
Married

Single No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $500 50.7% 54.9% 52.2% 45.1%
$ 500 tl $ 999 12.2 14.6 14.2 10.9
1,000 to 1,499 11.1 12.0 11.3 11.3
1,500 to 1,999 6.4 6.1 6.4 7.8
2.000 to 2,499 6.1 5.4 5.8 7.3
2,500 -01) 2,999 3.1 2.7 2.6 4.5
3,000 or more 10.4 5.2 7.5 13.1
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For married student veterans, the estimated after-tax earnings of the

spouse were an important component of their estimated resources to meet

educational costs. Married students without children estimated average

after-tax earnings from the spouse of $2,433, wilt married students with

children estimated the spouse would average only $1,489.

Table 20: SPOUSE'S ESTIMATED AFTER-TAX EARNINGS
1972-73

Income
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $500 32.1% 56.5'
$ 500 to $ 999 6.8 4.1
1,000 to 1,499 5.8 3.0
1,500 to 1,999 4.0 4.1

2,000 to 2,499 5.4 3.6
2,500 to 2,999 3.9 3.4
3,000 or more 42.0 25.3

For all veteran students. estimates of benefit payments for 1972-73 were

$1,827. Single veterans estimated they would receive an average of $1,470,

married veterans without children expected to receive an average of $1,858

while those with children expected to receive an average of $2,108.1

Table 21: ESTIMATED VETERANS BENEFITS
1972-73

Benefits
All

Veterans Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $500 6.9% 11.4% 3.8% 3.4%
$ 500 to $ 999 6.0 7.1 5.5 4.2
1,000 to 1,499 9.9 15.8 6.9 6.0
1,500 to 1,999 32.4 46.5 44.9 13.6
2,000 or more 44.8 19.2 39.1 72.8

bS
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It should be Tinted that changes in the benefit levels were made under

PL 92-543 and were retroactive to the beginning of the 1972-73 academic

year. The extent to wnich veterans estimated their 1972-73 benefits under

the old rate schedules or those authorivd undo. PL 92-540 is not known.

Over 70 percent of thz? financial statements were filed between March and

November. 1972, a period of wide-spread nublicity regarding possible changes

in veterans benefits, and may well reflect veterans estimates based upon

the new or expected rate changes. This is not an unreasonable hypothesis

in light of the fact that over 65 nertent of the single veterans estimated

benefits in excess of $1,500 and almost 20 percent estimated benefits

exceeding $2,000.

The final major component of veterans resources was estimated amount

of savings available to veterans to meet 1972-73 estimated costs. All

veterans reported an average amount of savings of $418. Single veterans

repotted $310 in estimated savings, married veterans without children

reported $568, and married veterans with children reported $431.

Table 22: ESTIMATED SAVINGS
1972-73

Amount
All

Veterans Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

Less than $500

$ 500 to $999

$1,000 or more

79.0%

9.3

11.7

84.3%

7.6

8.1

70.1%

12.2

17.7

76.5%

10.5

13.0
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Total Estimated Veterans Resources for 1972-73

The estimated total resources of the veteran population, his employment,

employment contribution by the spouse. veterans benefits and savings. can be

combined to indicate -- on the average -- the total resources the veteran

estimates are available to meet his living expenses for the year and to

finance his education.

Table 23: ESTIMATED YEARLY VETERANS RESOURCES TO MEET

EDUCATIONAL AND LIVING COSTS
1972-73

Resources

All

Veterans Single

Married
No Children

Married
With Children

Employment $1,047 $ 753 $ 875 $1,232

Spouse's
Employment $1,170 $ -- $2,433 $1,489

Savings $ 418 $ 310 $ 568 $ 431

Total Resources
for year $2,635 $1,063 $3.876 $3,152

(excl. Vets benefits)

Less: 1/2 Estimated
Living Expenses 1,047 658 1,120 1 414

Resources Available
for academic year $1,588 $ 405 $2,756

-!

$1,738

Veterans Benefits $1,827 $1,470 $1,858 $2,108

TOTAL RESOURCES
for academic year $3,415 $1.875 $4,614 $3.846

Compi;sons can now be made with respect to the estimated resources

available to the veteran for the academic year with the estimated living

expenses tnat he will face while attending college.
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Table 24: ESTIMATED RESOURCES AVAILABLE TO VETERANS FOR THE
PAYMENT OF TUITION, FEES, BOOKS AND SUPPLIES

All

Veterans

Estimated Resources
available for
academic year $3,415

Estimated living
expenses for
academic year 3,140

Available for payment
of tuition, fees,
books, and supplies 275

Avg. tuition, fees,
books & supplies
(4-yr. public inst.) 635

Additional resources
needed 360

1972-73

Single
Married

No Children
Married

With Children

$1,875 $4,614 $3,846

1,973 3,358 4,241

-98 1,256 -395

635 635 635

733 1,030

When estimated 9-month resources available to the veteran for the

1972-73 academic year are compared with his estimates of living expenses

for a similar period; only the married veteran with a working spouse and no

children has sufficient additional resources to meet the average expenses

of tuition, fees, books and supplies at 4-year public institutions. Single

veterans and married veterans with children require substantial financial

assistance from other sources. If it is assumed that the veterans esti-

mates of benefits to be received during 1972-73 were based on rates in

effect prior to PL 92-540 and the estimated benefits are increased by

approximately 26 percent -- single and married veterans with children still

find their total resources insufficient to meet estimated living expenses

and educational costs. Under these circumstances the single veteran would

require an additional $355 and the married veteran with children would

require $488.
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Participation in Other Federal Student Aid Programs

Additional sources of student tinancial aid to the veteran student

could include other federally-funded programs of student assistance. While

none of the other programs specify priority preference for veterans, there

is nothing to deny them eligibility if they meet the standards and regula-

tions of those programs. The major federally-funded aid programs in which

the veteran could have participated during the 1972-73 academic year were:

Educational Opportunity Grants (any undergraduate)

Health Professions Grants (students in medicine, nursing.
and other health-related curricula)

Law Enforcement Grants (students in police science and other
law enforcement-related curricula)

National Defense Student Loans (any student)

Health Professions Loans

Law Enforcement Loans

Federally Insured Student Loans (any student. granted through state
agencies' or commerical lending
institutions)

College Work-Study Employment

ntne data are not available on veteran participation in other federal pro-

g,das during the 1972-73 academic year for the Student's Financial Statements

filed with the College Scholarship Service, some inferences can be drawn

from the analysis of veterans attending California colleges and universities

during the 1971-72 academic year. contained in Appendix B.

Participation by veterans in other federally-funded student aid pro-

grams has been relative small, as indicated by the veteran population

attending California institutions.
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Table 25: VETERAN PARTICIPATION IN OTHER FEDERALLY-FUNDED
STUDENT AID PROGRAMS
CALIFORNIA VETERANS

1971-72 ACADEMIC YEAR

Program
Percentage of Veterans

Participating

Educational Opportunity Grants 1.5%

Health Professions Grants 2.4

Law Enforcement Grants 2.1

National Direct Student Loans 5.6

Health Professions Loans 1.2

Law Enforcement Loans 1.9

Guaranteed Student Loans 10.1

College Work-Study Employment 6.41111111.11.!
The small participation of veterans in these other federally-funded

student aid programs may be attributable to institutional financial aid

officers giving priority in the allocation of other student aid resources

to those students with the greatest financial need. Since the veteran has

resources available to him through the GI Bill, the colleges may well

believe that he could otherwise attend and therefore reserve the other

student aid funds that they have available to students who do not have any

significant amount of resources of their own.

The end result is that the average veteran, when faced with insufficient

resources to meet his estimated expenses for living plus institutional costs,

must either arrange for additional financial resources outside the normal

student aid funding sources or seek out a lower-cost institution when such

is available to him.
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CHANGING CHARACTERISTICS OF THE VETERAN

Differences in the nature and duration of the three conflict periods

have brought about corresponding chanties in the personal characteristics of

those who served. An understanding of these differences is central to an

understanding of the veterans use of educational benefits. Following is an

examination of some of these changes based on the limited available data.

Educational Achievement

The educational level of veterans at time of discharge has steadily

increased from the World War II period to the present (see Table 26). This

increase in educational levels has mirrored the increase :n educational

levels in the general male population (see Figure 3).

Veterans have always had a higher educational level than the general

population. This is due to the selectivity of the Armed Forces' recruit-

ment and Induction policies which reject most individuals with less than a

high school education. The high percentage of veterans of the Vi:Lnam Era

with four pr more years of college is due in part to draft deferments for

college students which postponed their entry into the Armed Forces until

after graduation.

Figure 4 points out the dramatic decrease in the percentage of veterans

with less than a high school education at time of discharge. Today only

one in five veterans lacks a high school education as compared to over half

of World War II veterans. Thus. today's veteran has a much higher level of

education at time of discharge than the veterans of previous periods. This

undoubtedly has an effect on veterans participation in education and training

programs, which we shall examine later.
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Table 26: EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF COMPARABLE AGE-GROUPS
OF 'JORLD WAR II, KOREAN CONFLICT AND VIETNAM
ERA VETERANS AT SEPARATION FROM T4E ARMED FORCES

(Includes Vietnam Era veterans separated through December 31, 1972)

Yrs of scnool completed at se oration- or Total
Colleir

Median
(Yrs.)

Period of
service and sae

B 1

or less

alp School j

13
years

4 years 1-3 i 4 yrs.
years or more

All Ages
World War II of 28.3 26.3 26.3 9.6 9.5 11.5
Korean Conflict 12.6 24.9 43.5 11.1 7.9 12.3
Vietnam Era 3.5 16.7 57.9 13.5 . 8.4 12.5

Under 20
World War II g/ 30.5 36.1 29.4 4.0 - 10.6
Korean Conflict 28.1 53.3 17.6 1.0 - 10.2
Vietnam Era 8.5 47.4 42.3 1.6 0.2 11.6

20-24 Years
World war II 2/ 20..2 28.5 32.0 9.8 8.5 12.0
Korean Donflict 11.5 27.5 47.1 10.0 3.9 12.2
Vietnam Era 3.0 16.4 63.3 13.9 3.4 12.5

25-29 Yiters

world »sr II of 26.2 25.9 27.1 9.8 11.0 11.7
Korean Conflict 14.0 20.1 34.2 11.6 20.1 12.5
Vietnan Era 2.9 9.5 38.8 17.1 31.7 13.0

30-34 Years
World Jr a II g/ 32.0 23.8 24.0 9.3 10.9 11.3
Korean Conflict 15.4 25.1 39.4 11.5 6.6 12.2
Vietnam Era 2.5 9.7 46.5 10.2 31.1 12.8

35 Years or Older
World Wsr 11 g/ 44.8 22.5 15.3 9.7 7.7 9.7
Korean Conflict 13.4 17.1 43.8 15.4 10.3 12.4
Vietnam Era 4.1 8.0 61.6 14.2 12.1 12.6

J Data are based on educational level at separation of World War II en-
listed men, adjusted to reflect estimated educational attainment of
officers.

Source: Data on Vietnam Era Veterans. Reports and Statistics Service.
Warans AdminisiFiffoirTY77, p. 13.
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It is interesting to note that a recent Veterans Administration study

found that nearly 1/3 of those who entered the service prior to completion of

high school dropped out of school to enter the Armed Forces.)

LIE

The varying manpower needs and induction policies for the three periods

of rapid expansion of our Armed Forces resulted in significant differences in

the age distribution of the three groups of veterans (see Figure 5 ). At the

end of WW II 61.2 percent of the veterans were under 33 years of age.

The percentage of veterans under 30 rose to 83.4 percent for Korean Conflict

veterans and dropped slightly to 73.3 percent for Vietnam Era veterans.

The younger age of the Korean Conflict and Vietnam Era veteran is an

important factor to be considered in making comparisons of education and

training programs for these veterans. 'lost individuals acquire their post-

secondary education and formal career education during the decade beginning

with their 18th year. The serviceman of the Korean and Vietnam Eras was more

likely to enter and leave the service before his 30th birthday than the ser-

viceman of World War II. Thus, more veterans of the latter two periods were

in the service when most people acquire their education. It is more likely

that their educational plans were disrupted, and that they had not completed

their educational program and settled on a career objective.

Age of Disadvantaged Veterans

Examination of the age distribution of disadvantaged veterans of the

Vietnam Era indicates that this group is significantly younger than the

general Vietnam Era veteran population.2 Figure 6 illustrates that 87.7

percent of disadvantaged veterans sampled were 25 or under. Less than 1 per-

cent were 29 or over. This indicates that the education programs of socially
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and economically disadvantaged Vietnam Era veterans are more likely to be

interrupted than those of the general veteran population. There are no

comparable data for the World War II and Korean veterans.

Income

The Bradley Commission said in 1956: "The income characteristic is of

major importance in that it embraces a number of significant factors. Aside

from an indication of financial competence, it reflects the general occupa-

tional level of the veteran, the steadiness of his emoloyment."3

The table below indicates that a substantial number of veterans earned

higher incomes than those earned by nonveterans in 1951 and 1954. Likewise,

from the median income statistics in Table 27 it appears that the 25-34 age

group, which includes about two-thirds of the World War II veterans earned

about $900 more in 1954 than nonveterans of similar age. It is clear that

the veteran, after readjustment, earned a consistently higher income than the

nonveteran of comparable age.

Table 27: INCOME -- COMPARISON OF TOTAL MONEY INCOME FOR MALE VETERANS
AND NONVETERANS OF WORLD WAR II, 25 YEARS OLD AND OVER

AND MEDIAN INCOME BY AGE GROUPS: 1951 AND 1954
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Table 28 illustrates a steady rise, from 1948 to 1954, in the ratio

of veteran to nonveteran income for 25-34 and 35-44 age groups. In 1950. a

large proportion of veterans received a dividend on their national service

life insurance policy k,iich accounts for approximately $50 of the increase

in veterans incomes.

Table 28: INCOMES OF VETERANS AND NONVETERANS -- MEDIAN TOTAL MONEY
INCOMES OF MALE VETERANS AND NONVETERANS OF WORLD WAR II,

25 TO 44 YEARS OLD, 1947-54, ANNUAL INCOME
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The median income of all male veterans in 1949 was $2,828 as compared

to $2.662 for nonveterans. In 1950, the median income for all veterans

rose to $3,058 as compared with $2.675 for nonveterans. The higher income

of veterans is due partly to the fact that many veterans had been employed

only part-time while going to school or seeking suitable employment. For

many veterans, 1948 was the first year of full-time civilian employment.

In 1959, the median income for all veterans at $5,109 was substantially

higher than nonveteran income at $3,215. This large difference in the two

incomes is in part explained by the concentration of the veteran population

in the age levels at which income is highest and "the relatively small propor-

tion of non-whites in the veteran population."4 The median earnings of nor-

white veterans in 1959 was only $3,372, but was still considerably greater than

BEST copy AVAILABLE
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that of all non-white males. $2,566, by a ratio a. 1.31. The ratio of median

income of all veterans to the median income of nnn-white veterans was 1.51.

The median age nationally of veterans at this time was 38.2 years. Veterans

were generally concentrated at this time in the 25-44 age range, with 64.6

Percent of veterans fell into this category as compared to 21.9 percent of

nonveterans. The median age for Korean veterans at this time was only 28.4

years, well before their peak earning potential had been reached. There

were a total of 23 million veterans in the United States at this time.

Vietnam created about 4.5 million veterans during the decade (1960-1970)

while men who served in the Armed Forces between the Korean and Vietnam

Conflicts increased the number of veterans by about 1.4 million. In 1969,

56 percent of all veterans fell within the 35-54 age range as compared with

33 percent of the male population age 16 and over. The median income of all

veterans, $8,385, was higher than that of the total male population 18 years

and over, 56,783. Here again, these substantial differences in income are

not due exclusively to veteran status but reflect:

(1) The heavy concentration of veterans in the most productive
age ranges.

(2) The slightly higher incidence of whites and urban residents
in the veteran population.

(3) The selective nature of the Armed Forces which rejected
persons with major physical disabilities, mental impairment,
and other impediments to higher earnings. (See Figures 7 and d)

The following table shows the increasing margins between the incomes

of veterans and those of nonveterans for selected post-conflict years:
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Table 2g: VETERAN'S INCOML AS PERCENT OF NONVETERANS' INCOME

Year Ratio

1950 111.4

1954 121.7

1960 58.9

1964 122.2

1970 123.6

Source: Compiled from Bradley Commission.
Staff Report IY, X956, ariSTFUTTled
Characteristics, United StaieTteliibs,

1950. Oa:TM.

l'10,1,10401:pq

Income among the educationally disadvantaged (those with no more than

11 years of schooling) are substantially lower than those of the general

veteran population. Urban blacks. for instance, who have no high school

diploma. but who are usually employed, in 1970 earned an average of $125

weekly as compared with $135 for the white Educationally disadvantaged

living in an urban area. Black educationally-disadvantaged veterans who

were usually unemployed earned only $105 weekly when they worked. compared to

$116 weekly for whites. Incomes for the non-urban blacks in the same cate-

gory are $107 if they are typically employed and only $79 if they are

frequently unemployed (see Table 30).

Table 30: MEAN WEEKLY INCOME OF DISADVANTAGED VETERANS. 1969

Urban Non-Urban

Employed Unemployed Emyl oyed Unemployed

White $135 $116 $119 $112

Black 125 108 107 79

Source: Bureau of the Budget. A Survey of Socially and
Economically Disadvantaged Vietnam Era Veterans.

(text table pg. 113). December, 1969.
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At $6,500 yearly for educationally disadvantaged blacks who work steadily

and $7,020 for whites in the same category, these incomes are substantially

below the median yearly income of all veterans, $8,385. Moreover, white

educationally disadvantaged veterans earn somewhat more than males in the

general population, 57,020 and $6,783 respectively.

Family Income

On the basis of data obtained from the 1970 census, families in which

the veteran was head had a median income of $11,526; for all families in the

United States with a male head, the figure was $10,131. In other terms,

income was approximately $961 per month for families headed by veterans,

and $844 for families headed by nonveterans. This compares with $864 for the

family headed by a white educationally disadvantaged veteran living in an

urban area, and $776 for the black family under the same circumstances.

For those who, because of their education and training, have difficulty

finding or maintaining employment, the monthly income figure drops to $458

for whites in urban areas, and $598 for blacks in cities.

In non-urban areas, the white family of the educationally disadvantaged

veteran with :ready employment had an income of $660 as compared with $619

for blacks. The black "unemployed" family under these same circumstances

has an income of $432, $182 below that of the white family under the same

conditions.(see Table 31).
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Table 11: MEAN MONTHLY FAMILY INCOME, 1969

Urban Non -Urban

Employed Unemployed Liployed Unemployed

White $864 $45B 11660 $614

Black 776 598 619 432

Source: Bureau of the Budget, A Survey of Socially and

Economically Disadvanta ed Vietnam ErLi Veterans,
ex a e pg

In terms of the relative increase in werkly earnings with increasing

education, a high school education or its equivalent makes an extraordinary

difference in the earning netential for the black educationally disadvantaged

veteran as compared with his white counforpart. Among Blacks, there is a

+10 percent difference between earnings of high school graduates and non-

high school graduates as compared with a +4 percent factor for white veterans.

The black veteran who hn completed some college experiences a +5 percent

difference in earnings over the high school graduate; in the case of white

veterans this percentage increase is 4. Consequently, the differences

between earnings based on some college education, compared to the non-high

school graduate, are 15 percent for the black veteran, and 8 percent for

whites. This substantial margin, especially in the difference between high

school graduates and non-high school graduates makes the advantages of con-

tinuing education for the educationally disadvantaged veteran very clear

(see Table 32).

10S,
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Table 32: RELATIVE !NOWISE IN WEEKLY EARN1NI6 .KITH INCREASING EDUCATION

Among Black Veterans

Among White Veterans

------,-
Percent Differente PercehL Difference Percent Difference
13.qween Earninv, Retwerm Earnings Setween Earnings
of H.S. Grad, and of Some College of Some College and
Non -H.S. Graduates and H.S. Graduate Non-H.S. Graduate

.10 5 +15

+0 +4

Source: National Urban League, Black GIs and Veterans, Veterans Driefing Book.
1964, Table 11-2.

The analysis of veterans' incomes lends itself to several conclusions:

(1) Veterans incomes :..re typically higher than nonveterans income
throughout the three post-conflict periods. It is important
to keep in mind that in contrast to nonveterans in general,
veterans at the time of survey have often been concentrated
in the more productive earning ages. Further, the margin
between veterans and nonveterans income, in favor of veteranS,
if often minimal or nonexistent in years immediately following
the given conflict.

(2) Incomes are substantially lower for veterans who are educa-
tionally disadvantaged and/or black. Although in-service and
post-service remedial programs appear to be havtig positive
effects on the earning potential of blacks and educationally
disadvantaged, the incomes of these groups are still, for the
most part, below the median income of veterans.

(3) Veterans who reside in urban areas of 110.000 or more in pop-
ulation, earn somewhat higher incomes than their non-urban
counterparts.

(4) Those who are frequently unemployed or who have difficulty
finding and maintaining employment earn less than veterans
with a more stable employment history. Unemployment data
indicates that those who have difficulty in securing steady
employment are often black or disadvantaged veterans.

(5) Veterans family incomes follow, generally, the same trends
indicated by analysts of veterans' personal income.
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Social and Psychological Characteristics
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Generalizations and broad comparisons are very hazardous with respect

to social and psychological characteristics of the three veteran populations

being discussed. Although a number of studies of Vietnam veterans have been

made, there simply aren't enough statistics, or longitudinal studies, or

adequate data available on the psychological characteristics of present or

earlier veterans. Nevertheless, the evidence suggests that for many reasons.

including both changing generational attitudes and the specific nature of

the war in Vietnam, the veteran of Vietnam is indeed psychologically very

different from earlier veternc,

The returning GIs of World War II were known for their strong personal

motivation and sense of direction, and for their renewed faith in the

American social and governmental system. The same cannot be said of

veterans of Vietnam. A psychological study of World War TI veterans attending

college reported that:

... the veterans returning to our colleges today are not merely

older students of the traditional prototype. They show
differences...in personal values, clarity and definition
of goals, strength of motivation, emotional needs, sense
of responsibility and desire for independence.5

The scholarly and popular journals of the time report that World War II

veterans "contributed steadying influences to college life". that they were

academic as well as political and athletic leaders on campus, and that their

spirit was one of "resolute idealism." When Columbia drtiversity polled

servicemen Planning to return to school at Columbia, responses indicated

great interest in participation in extracurricular activities as well as in

pursuing definite career objectives. The Columbia Associate Dean wrote:

110
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...returned servicemen have learned how to work together toward a common

objective." One man wrote to the Dean:

"Now I am a lot less confused, Military service is a great
tempering agent...our travels have taught us much...people,
action, thoughts, scenery, idealism and conflict have created
a ponderous juggernaught...it has reformed, reshaped, in sub-
stance as well as in spirit, our peculiar scholastic idealism.
It [military service] has made us realistic idealists..."'

The literature on World War II veterans' social and psychologice read-

justment problems is concerned with marital conflicts and family

difficulties, with the problem of "slowing down to civilian life", and with

reoccurances of "battle fatigue" symptoms.

A 1946 psychological study of veterans readjustment Problems found that

instead of shaking or altering fundamental values (as some had predicted)

the war experience had actually reinforced a cumber of traditional values.

In terms of family rapport, a plurality of veterans polled (48 percent)

reported "more understanding" than before the war. Eighty percent reported

more independence. And more ex-GIs reported that their religious faith had

been increased than reported it had decreased.7

In 1947, the New Republic magazine held a short story competiton for

aspiring young ex-GI writers. The editors' analysis of the over 2,000

entries concluded that:

"If these stories are any sort of clue, the general spirit of the
authors is one of optimism...Their complaint against war is against
its boredom and the stupidity of the brass, not (its) negation of
fundamental values..."u

Veterans of the Korean War were products of the same optimistic, unques-

tioning veneration, yet Korea was, like Vietnam, an undeclared, "unwinnable"

conflict in which the intense belief in the rightness of the cause which

motivated World War II GIs gave way to a new ambiguity of purpose. Alden V.

Halloran points out that Korea was the first war in which American prisoners

111
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of war lacked primary group solidarity and rarely tried to escape confine-

ment. Catured Americans in World War II reperted continuation in ca ptivity

or the "buddy system" and the high group morale and they succeeded in many

escape attempts. In Korea, Americans who were captured in large groups

reported little group spirit. Among the 7.000 prisoners, very few attempted

escape. One camp of 600 American prisoners is reported to have been guardea

by six Chinese. 9

Many Korean veterans. like veterans of Vietnam, felt that people at home

neither supported nor appreciated their sacrifice. Returning Korean War

veterans may have had doubts and bitterness about their service, but the

economic prosperity of the time and the political conformity of the "Cold

War" served to repress the doubts and to reassure and resocialize the veterans.

The reactions of Vietnam veterans returning to school and society offer

an even more vivid contrast with the optimism and moral certitude of the

World War II veterans. Marc J. Musser, Chief Medical Director of the

Veterans Administration, reports that one local VA study found:

"Three out of five young veterans interviewed in connection with

the USVtC project were embittered, unsettled, generally distrust-

ful and showed inability to find meaning in Tife."10

A VA study of recently separated Vietnam veterans reports 51.6 percent

of veterans polled to have "readjustment problems", a significant minority

of whom report "not being able to find themselves"P The recent Lou Harris

study commissioned by the VA reports that a type of alienation characterized

by feeling "left out" and misunderstood, was
identified with by half of the

veterans polled. This was found to be particularly true among non-whites

and veterans with less than a high school education.

112
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Many local studies by VA psychologists tend to support Cie contention

that today's veteran is psychologically different from earlier veterans.

An early Study at the Minneapolis VA Hospital found that in comparing 81

World War 11 veterans, 235 Korean War veterans, and 453 Vietnam Era veterans.

the Vietnam veterans showed "greater suicidal and assaultive tendencies" and

"more dissatisfaction with home and family", as well as excessive use of

alcohol and drugs.12 While finding a considerable degree of "commonality"

among age groups, Mary S. Harper of the Montrose, NY VA Hospital found that

Vietnam veterans have a "low tolerance for increased frustration and stress

before they have to seek help". She confirms the earlier finding that the

rate of suicide attemnts is considerably higher among Vietnam veteran psychia-

tric patients (34 percent) than among veterans of earlier wars.13

One VA psychiatrist found so much difference between Vietnam veterans

and older veterans that he offered a proposal for the separation of recent

veterans from the older veterans. He found that ccr,4;icts between the genera-

tions were such that "patients and staff receive a'orassive experience which

can disrupt and even prevent optimal treatment." He found Vietnam veterans

to be critical and self-assertive, to be conflicted nr negative about mili-

tary service. to reject authority and to seek equality and group activity.

and to demand and need freedom. Older veterans. on the other hand. were des-

cribed as passive. proud of their military service, desiriag solitude, and

needing rules, structure and authority 14

Charles A. Stenger, Chairman of the Vietnam Era Veterans Committee in

the VA. has for many months been leading a campaign to make Veterans Admin-

istration personnel aware of and sympathetic to the Vietnam veteran's

special psychology and needs. (VA Seminars on the Vietnam Era Veteran were

113,
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held in five cities in 1971.) Stenger points to five dis.inctive character-

istics of the young veteran today:

(1) An assertive response to authority -- a need to know about

and participate in decisions affecting him.

(2) An expectation that authority will be indifferent and

unresponsive. (A readiness to be "turned off" by authority.)

(3) P general sense of uncertainty and pessimism toward the

future. (Stenger sees this as attached to the now

phenomenon", use of drugs, and lack of direction in life.)

(4) An intense, positive identification with his own age group

(a seeking of mutual support).

(5) A tendency to "act out" emotions. Impatience and impulsive-

ness. (Stenger sees the greater incident of suicides and

suicide attempts as one manifestation of this!)

Stenger sees the experiences of combat in Vietnam and the disapproval

and hostility at home as serving to magnify the doubts and fears about the

worth of society, capabilities of
those in authority and the meaning of life"

that the veteran s!lares with many others of his generation.15 Stenger has

been further quoted as saying that Vietnam veterans are "no different from

other veterans of other wars or from other young people their age. Some

are alienated, but what 20-24 year old isn't?...Some don't like war, what's

new about 'that?'

In trying to account for the observable attitude and personality dif-

ferences of Vietnam veterans, other psychiatric researchers have stressed

the effnts of combat, and the special nature of combat in Vietnam, to a

greater extent than Stenger and other VA psychologists. Other researchers

have also seemed to show more concern for possible deep-seated psychological

damage caused by Vietnam combat experience.

The "shell shock" of World War I and the "combat fatigue" of World War

I! had their counterparts in Vietnam, but as Albert Glass has pointed out,
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such behavior once seen as "sick" or unmanly" is now accepted and handled

routinely without evacuation. The special psychological problems associated

with Vietnam combat defy traditional classification17

The personal adjustment of veterans, many believe. is predicated upon

the ability of the veteran to justify to himself the value of his wartime

activity. World War II veterans had little difficulty convincing themselves

of the rightness of "their war." The subconscious self-images of many

Vietnam veterans, however, may have been badly tarnished by an inability to

make similar inner justifications. Of the over two hundred veterans of

Vietnam interviewed by Murray Feiner, not one was free from doubts about

American involvement in Vietnam18

Robert Jay Lifton, a Yale psychiatrist, is convinced that "the survivors"

of any combat situation must consciously or unconsciously cope with intense

anxiety and guilt. The specific nature of the Vietnam combat situation pro-

duces anxiety and complicated the tasks of adjustment. according to Lifton.

The sporadic and unconventional nature of the fighting. the killing of

civilians -- the constant confusion as to the identify of the enemy --

contribute to what Lifton calls "psychic numbing."19

One effect of the "rotation system" used for the first time in Vietnam

is that. as Peter G. Bourne says:

"The war becomes a highly individualized and encapsulated event
for each men. His war begins the day he arrives and ends the day
he leaves. He feels no continuity with those who precede or follow
him; he even feels apart from those who are with him but rotating
on a different schedule."20

Whereas the "buddy system" of high primary group identity and dependence

was characteristic of World War II and Korea, the distinguishing combat ethos

in Vietnam was "look out for number one." Personal physical and emotional

;uevival became more important than the outcome of any battle.

1i;
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Chaim Shatan. a psychoanalyst at N.Y.U. who has been studying returning

veterans for several yeras, believes that emotional survival, in Vietnam

necessitates the creation of "a dead place" in tee emotional capabilities of

combat veterans which creates continuing doubts about their abilities to

emotionally respond to others?1 Other researchers describe tie same nhenomena --

the emotional "indifference," the "apathy," the "chronically depressed state,'

and the lack of self-esteem rooted in the moral ambiguity of what they did

in Vietnam. If Professor Lifton is right. we can extlect "various kinds of

psychological disturbances to appear in Vietnam veterans, ranging from mild

withdrawal to periodic depression, to severe psychosomatic disorder to dis-

abling psychosis.22

In any event, there is a body of research which indicates that a Vietnam

combat veteran's obser"ed nsychological characteristics and reactions to

civilian life (including "withdrawal," distrust of the "system," pessimism

about the future, and negative self concept) may indeed be based nn some-

thing deeper and more complicated than the social customs of the "Now

Generation."

Two implications of the psychological distinctiveness of the Vietnam

veteran might be drawn from this discussion. One, a great deal of under-

standing, trust-building, and confidence-building will be necessary for some

of the most "alienated" Vietnam veterans to be able to succeed in our post-

secondary education system today. A different kind of "outreach" effort may

be called for in light of the different psychological rharacteristics of

many Vietnam veterans. And two, the lower GI Bill educational participation

rates in recent years are partly explained by the great differences in moti-

vation, trust in the system, Personal self-confidence, etc., of Vietnam

veterans as compared with World War II veterans.
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There are indications, moreover. that the conventional college education

may not be as sought after and highly valued by Vietnam veterans and by the

general public today as it was in the years after World War II.

A recent statewide California opinion poll revealed tat 79 percent of

those polled agreed with the statement -- "There are lots of ways for young

people to prepare themselves for adulthood that are as good or better than

going to college." Seventy-two percent agreed that -- "Colleges are admitting

too many students who really do not belong there." Of those feeling that col-

lege education is essential for a rung person to "get somewhere", the

greatest support came from the older age groupP

Tne Vietnam Veteran in Education

In the spring of 1972, some 25 percent of students enrolled in postsecon-

dary education in the State of California participated in a survey conducted

by the College Entrance Examination Board for the California State Scholarship

and Loan Commission that elicited information about their characteristics

and the ways in which they financed their education. Of the total group,

over 25.000 were veterans. A summary of part of the data is provided here

to provide a profile of the Vietnam Era veteran in education in California.

While the availability of low-cost community colleges in California, and other

characteristics hich are unique to California prevent a blanket generaliza-

tion front the California data to the nation dt large, the data on California

veterans provide many valuable insights into the characteristics of veterans

in postsecondary education in 1972. A detailed analysis of the California

data along with a more complete statement of its comparability with the

national veteran population appears in Appendix B.

. I.117
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The veterans rooulation is significantly olds* than the general

population of students in education in California and older than the total

population in education in the United States. Tho mean age of all students

in California responding to the survey was 24.1 years; tie veterans r?3!) age

was 28.8 years. The following chart compares the population 34 yeras of

age and under with comparable statistics for the total population of students

in postsecondary education in the United States and it the total California

survey population:

Table 33: COLLEGE STUDENTS BY AGE, 34 YEARS AND UNDER SELECTED GROUPS

Age

U.S. Undergraduate California Veterans

Collage Enrollment SRS Total Group

October, 1971 Spring, 1972 Spring, 1972

19 and Under 21.5.; 3.8"

21 - 21 23.1 29.2 6.3

22 - 24 14.8 24.5 21.7

25 - 34 13.5 24.8 68.2

As would be expected, the veterans population in education is predomi-

nantly male. In ne California sample, 89.4 percent of the respondents

indicated they were male; 10.6 percent female. This compared with 59.0

percent male and 41.0 percent female in the total samnle. It is surprising

to note that the number of women who described themselves as veterans is

significantly higher than to total number of women in the national veterans

population. a finding t'iat may be partially explained by the small number of

widows and orphans who are included in the sample. Within the veterans

sample. the largest percentage of women veterans are enrolled in the
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Independent Colleges And Universities, whet'? 14.2 percent of respondents

described themselves as women.

Vetera,A are much more likely to be married than are students in general

or students in California. The Bureau of th2 Census reports that only 21.3

percent of the total undergraduate enrollment is married with spouse present;

the total California population includes 25.4 percent of students married

with spouse present; while the California veterans population includes 54.9

percent of students with spouse present. For veterans with dependent child-

ren in California, the mean is 1.9 children:

Table 34: MARITAL STATUS -- CALIFORNIA VETERANS POPULATION

Never Married 37.3'

Married

Senarated 2.0

Divorced 4.5

Widowed .5

Other .8

For those veterans who have children dependent on them, 41.9 percent

report one child, 34.5 percent two children, 14.4 percent three children,

6.8 percent four children, and 2.3 percent five or more children.

Ethnic

In the California veterans population, 71.1 percent of the respondents

indicated that they described themselves as Caucasian or white, as compared

with 71.3 percent of the total California population who described them-

selves as such. Among the non-white population there was a somewhat higher
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bercentale of veterans won described Oemselves as black (African, American

legro) and Chicano (Mexican-American); a somewhat smaller percentage who

descr beJ tics2lves as Oriental ;Asian-American) than in the total

California population.

Table ETHNIC BACKGROUND -- CALIFORNIA TOTAL ANO VETERANS FORULATINS

mo4 Do You Describe Yourself "otal California Population Veterans

American Indian/
Native American 3.2". 3.9';

Blicx;African-
American/Negro 5.0 7.0

Clicasian/White 13.3 71.1

Chicano/Mexican-American 5.7 8.7

oriental /Asian - American 7.4 4.0

Other Spanish -sPeaking

American 1.3 1.4

Other 6.1 4.0

Because of the specific comparability of percentage of Caucasian/white

and the potential difficulties in distinguishing between membership in spec-

ific non-white subgroups. the subsequent analyses in this report which have

etnnic group membership as a variable will be confined to white and non-white

groups.

HaArrouNd

The median income in 1971 for the parents of veterans in the California

study was somewhat lower than that for the total California group, falling

between $9,010 and $11,999 as compared with a median for the total group of

between $12.000 and $14.999. In the total sample 19.1 percent of the students
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came from families with incomes of less than $6,000 per year; in the veterans

group 27.3 percent of the respondents indicated that their family income was

below $6,000. The total group included 12.6 percent of students from

families with annual incomes of over $25.000 while the veterans group

included only 7.6 percent of families above that level.

Within tie veterans group there was a marked difference in family income

background between the white and non-white veteran. The white veteran came

from a family with a mean income of $12,062. The non-white veteran's family

had a mean income of $9.066. Only 22.5 percent of the white veterans reported

coming from families with incomes of less than 56,000; 37.8 percent of the

non-white veteran's families were below that level, while 9.1 percent of the

white veterans came from families with incomes over $25,000, only 4.3 percent

of the non-white veteran's parents had such incomes. The following table

compares the parental income of the total California student population, the

total California veteran population, and the white-non-white veteran groups.

Table 36: 1971 INCOME OF PARENTS -- SELECTED POPuLATIONS

Parental Income
1971

Total
Sample

Total
Veterans

White
Veterans

Non-White
Veterans

Less than S 3,000 9.5% 14.0% 10.8% 21.0%

$ 3,000 to $ 5,999 9.6 13.3 11.7 16.8

$ 6,000 to $ 7,499 7.3 9.1 8.6 10.4

S 7,500 to 8.999 7.4 9.7 9.2 10.9

$ 9,000 to $11.499 15.2 16.9 17.7 15.0

$12,000 to $14,999 14.3 13.3 14.6 10.3

$15,000 to $17,999 9.6 7.0 8.0 4.8

518.000 to $20,999 7.9 5.2 5.7 4.0

521.000 to $24.999 6.6 3.8 4.5 2.4

$25.000 and above 12.6 7.6 9.1 4.3
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It appears that the veteran comes from a lower economic sector than

does the general college student, and that the non-white veteran comes from

a family background that is even lower than that typical of the total group.

Claes, Uwe!

The veteran in education in California is more likely to be in the

upper-division (college junior or higher) than is the typical student in the

California survey or the typical ttudent in the United States. Of California

veterans 62.7 percent reported that they had completed at least two yeas of

college; 58.9 percent of the total California group had completed two years,

and only 46.5 percent of the total U.S. undergraduate population is enrolled

at the upper level.

Table 37: COLLEGE CLASS LEVEL -- SELECTED POPULATIONS

Class Level

U.S. Undergraduate
Enrollment

October, 1971

Total

Cailfernia Population
Spring, 1972 Veterans

First Year 30.2% 21.5% 17.2%

Second Year 23.5 19.6 20.1

Third Year 17.2 18,9 20.5

Fourth Year 14.5 16.6 18.2

Fifth or Higher 14.7 20.4 22.5

Other - - 3.1 1.4

Carcar Objoative

The California veteran is most likely to be registered in a program of

Business Administration (19.7 percent) or Humanities and Social Sciences

(24.5 percent). Agriculture (3.1 percent). Health Professions (3.5 percent)

and Nursing (1.2 percent) have the smallest enrollments.
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Table 38: TYPE OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM -- CALIFORNIA VETERANS

Type of Program

Agriculatural Sciences 3.1%
Business Administration 19.7
Humanities or Social Sciences 24.5
Physical and Life Sciences, Mathematics 10.9
Engineering, Architecture 10.1
Education 6.7
Nursing 1.2
Health Professions 3.5
Law 6.5
Undeclared Major or Other 13.8

1 23'



Chapter 6

DISADVANTAGED AND BLACK VETERANS

Special attention to the educationally disadvantaged is a relatively

recent development. Increased efforts are being made, in the form of

special outreach, counseling, educational and training programs, to reach

and motivate the disadvantaged both in service and after discharge. And,

although the participation rate for the disadvantaged is increasing, it is

still substantially below the rate for all veterans. Data clearly show that

the lack of a high school diploma is a marked handicap to veterans in terms

of income and employment

The black veteran faces the special disadvantage of racial bias upon

return to civilian life. Problems which affect all veterans to some degree,

specifically employment, education, and other than honorable discharges, are

generally much more severe for the black veteran. There are currently no '

programs operated by the Veterans Administration or other federal agency

whose concern is exclusively with the black veteran. However, the United

States Veterans Assistance Centers, by virtue of their inner-city locations,

tend to reach a disproportionately large number of minority veterans.

This chapter describes the special problems of these two groups and

the programs designed to provide educational and training assistance to

alleviate them.
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Educationally Disadvantaged

The "educationally disadvantaged" or "disadvantaged" veteran or service-

man. as defined by the Veterans Administration, is one who has not completed

high school or the equivalent, i.e., any veteran or serviceman who has

completed only 1 to 11 years of school. This category is sometimes more

widely interpreted to include those with low Armed Forces Qualifying Test

scores, but for the purpose of this analysis, the VA definition will be

used. At no point, however, should the phrase "educationally disadvantaged"

be interpreted to mean black or minority veterans exclusively.

Due to a scarcity of data, it is not possible to obtain extensive infor-

mation pertaining to the educational levels of World War II and Korean Conflict

veterans. However, available data show that the number of veterans without

a high school diploma at the time they apply for benefits has declined

sharply) A much smaller proportion of educationally-disadvantaged Vietnam

veterans than World War II or Korean veterans ever reach the stage of applying

for benefits (see Table 39). However, the educationally-disadvantaged veteran

of tacky is much different than his counterpart of WW II.

The percentage of the disadvantaged applying for benefits has declined

from 82.8 percent for Worlo War II and 77.3 percent for Korea to 40.4 percent

for the disadvantaged Vietnam Era veteran. However, the Vietnam Era veteran,

unlike veterans of the previous two periods. has had the opportunity to

pursue programs of high school education prior to discharge.

Table 39: TOTAL VETERANS SEPARATED WITHOUT HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA
AND PERCENT APPLYING FOR BENEFITS, 1973

WWII Korea Vietnam

% Educationally Disadvantaged
Applicants for Benefits 45.2 29.0 8.2

%. Veterans Separated Without
High School Diploma 54.6 37.5 20.2

ounce: DO 13, 24-73-1, Appendix Table 21, April, 197

its
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Figures compiled from the Report of the Committee on Labor and Public

Welfare, (Veterans Educational and Training Assistance Amendment of 1969)

give an indication of the comparability of participation rates for the

disadvantaged for the three periods.

Table 40: PERCENT DISADVANTAGED TVINE0 WITHIN FIRST THREE
YEARS FOLLOWING THREE CONFLICT PERIODS

t Trained 1st t Educationally Disadvantaged

Period 3 Years Trained, 1st 3 years

WW II 7/44-6/47 26 17

Korean 9/52-9/55 26 18

Post-Korean 6/66-6/69 21 6

Source: National Urban League, Black GI's and Veterans Briefing Book,
December. 1969.

The VA's Readjustment Profile for Recently Separated Vietnam Veterans.

June 1972 indicates according to a point-in-time sample, 11.8 percent of

servicemen had completed 11 years of schooling or less at time of discharge.

The rate of black educationally disadvantaged male enlisted reservists was

considerably higher at 19.4 percent. The percentage of educationally dis-

advantaged servicemen was 15.2. while disadvantaged veterans receiving initial

interviews was 37.4 percent for the period from July 1, 1970 to May 30. 1973.

This percentage compares favorably with the rate of noneducationally disad-

vantaged veterans who received initial interviews. 31.6 percent (see

Table 63: "Informing the Veteran"). Only 30.5 percent of disadvantaged

veterans conta..ted the VA as compared to 41.9 percent for all veterans and

50.4 percent for those with one or more years of college.

1 6
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The data show that a greater percentage of the educationally disadvan-

taged, in most recent months, have received initial interviews by the VA.

However, it is important to note that more of the disadvantaged (60.4 percent

according to the profile as compared with 51.6 percent for all veterans)

experience difficulty in readjusting to civilian life.

Contact

Although some 79.9 percent of disadvantaged veterans were contacted by

the VA, only 37.4 percent received initial interviews. The disadvantaged

r.:ceive a series of three letters from the VA. apprising them of their

benefits and encouraging them to make use of their entitlements. The letter,

which is of an impersonal nature, does not take into account the fact that

the disadvantaged are less likely to respond to printed materia1.2 Further,

the disadvantaged veteran in particular is more mobile than veterans in

general thereby reducing the chances that attempts to reach him by mail will

succeed. The percentage of the disadvantaged-who stated that they received

no help or advice from any source is relatively high, 45.6 percent, as

reported by the Readjustment Profile.

Pmp!olimenc

The major concern of the disadvantaged veteran is employment. The

Readjustment Profile found a 27.3 percent unemployment rate for veterans one year

following separation. Unemployment of the educationally disadvantaged in

urban areas (100,000 inhabitants or more) is even higher at 32.2 percent.3

However, only some 14.3 percent of the educationally disadvantaged during this

same period contacted the VA for employment assistance.

i 127
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The analysis of veterans' incomes pointed out the decreased earning

Potential of those among the educationally disadvantaged who experience

difficulty in finding and maintaining steady employment. It should be noted

also that the unemployed have lower Armed Forces Qualifying Test scores.

Over one-third of unemployed respondents scored in the 0-29 percentile range,

while more than half scored in the 40th percentile or lower.
4

Further, as

AFQT scores increase, unemployment decreases.
5

Unemployment among the dis-

advantaged was found to decrease with age and the number of

dependents.

Surprisingly, veterans who participated in some form of educational

improvement program while in the service experienced higher unemployment

than those who did not. This may be explained by the fact that those wno

participated in these programs were most lacking in education.

As might be expected, unemployment was also found to be greater among those

disadvantaged veterans with no pre-service work experience.

Traininv

The Bureau of the Budget in cooperation with the Trans-Century Corpora-

tion conducted a survey of disadvantaged veterans living in urban and

non-urban areas. Seven percent of their sample were inducted into the Armed

Forces under Project 100,000, an effort initiated by the Department of Defense

in October of 1966 aimed at enlisting a higher number of the educationally

and socially disadvantaged, who traditionally score too low on the Armed

128
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Forces Qualifying Test to be inducated. Ostensibly the program was designed

to help integrate the hard-core disadvantaged into mainstream society by

providing them with skills and training while in-service. This wartime

program failed, to a large extent, to accomplish its stated goals. More

than 42 percent of black and 31.5 percent of white Project 100,000 inductees

were assigned to combat specialties units, where they were much less likely

to learn a skill marketable outside the Armed Fo.-ces.6 An even greater

percentage received training, which, however useful in combat related areas,

was of little use after discharge. Unemployment rates for discharged

Project 100,000 inductees are not available.

Project Trarsition. Project transition was initiated by Presidential direc-

tive in 1967. The program began in 1968 and is available to servicemen

p.stationed at bases offering Transition programs who have six months or less

of active service remaining. The program was established to provide

guidance and training or educational opportunities to servicemen during

their final months of active duty to prepare them for re-entry into civilian

life. The program also attempts to provide its participants with a skill

which will improve their employment possibilities.

The serviceman is provided with counseling to determine his qualifications

and preferences and to make him aware of the existing programs. Skills

training consists of courses on-the-job in military skills related to

civilian occupations or off-base courses under the Manpower Development and

Training Act or apprenticeship. At some bases, courses are provided by

private industry near the base to meet special employment requirements.
7

1:Z
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The education component of Transition prepares enrollees for the GED or

provides them with courses needed to enter specific career fields. In this

sense, skill training and education may be combined.

Courses are provided to the serviceman both during and after duty hours,

on and off base by private military resources. Servicemen are apprised of

job opportunities through cooperation with the Department of Labor and state

and local Employment Service offices and their Transition counselor. During

training, however, the servicemen receive only regular military pay. The

following table summarizes program services and funding:

Table 41: STATISTICAL SUMMARY OF PROGRAM SERVICES AND FUNDING

Program Services 1968 1969 1970.

Total Number of Separatees
Counseled 306,000 325.000 350,000

Total Number of Separatees
Trained 45,000 50,000 50,000

Funding Levels FY 1960 FY 1969 FY 1970 FY 1971 FY 1972

In Millions $10.4 $14.4 $14.8 $14.3 $14.5

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Manpower Administration, National Eval-
uation of Manpower Services for Veterans, Vol 11, pg. 23.

Although 4 percent of the respondents in the Trans-Century (Bureau of

the Budget) Study received skill training in Transition, less than 1 percent

of respondents said that they were employed in the skill for which they were

trained. Furthermore, only 40 percent of this disadvantaged sample claimed

to be informed of tie program's existence. Data from the Trans-Century

study also indicates that Transition reaches blacks disproportionately for

skills training and whites disproportionately for counseling and educationP

1,30
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Other criticisms leveled against Transition, which has improved substan-

tially since its first years of operation are:

(1) too little time in training

(2) inability of servicemen to secure release from duty to participate

Project_VAULT. An additional branch of Project Transition is Project VAULT

(Veterans Accelerated Urban Learning for Teaching). Presently, the program

is located only in Missouri but program expansion is being contemplated by

the VA and DOD.

The program, which began in the summer of 1968, aims to meet the demand

for additional qualified male teachers in "urban ghetto schools." It provides

educational training and internships in the public school system to disadvan-

taged veterans who might not otherwise be able to attend college.

Servicemens Early Educational Counseling _SEEC). The SEEC program was estab-

lished in July, 1971 as a pilot program with funding for one year. The

program, which is no longer in existence, was operated by the Office of

Education (OE) and limited to separatees from military service. The objec-

tives of the program were to facilitate the re-entry of separating servicemen

into civilian life by helping them to formulate career glans prior to dis-

charge. Orientation, group and individual counseling concerning educational

and career opportunities were provided the separatee. Counseling and other

support for the program were provided jointly by the Department of Defense,

the VA, and the Department of Labor.

SEEC reached 82.843 individuals in group counseling and 19.873 in

individual counseling in its first year of operation. However, in its second

year of operation, the program was phased dorm and terminated due to a

"change in emphasis" within the Office of Education.
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Fifty percent of the disadvantaged sample in the Trans-Century Study not

in education or training stated that they wished to be. Lack of funds. either

to make the initial payment or to remain in training was cited as the biggest

barrier for those disadvantaged not in education or training. However. the

advance payment provision, which recently became operative, should alleviate

some of the financial strain which entry into education formerly placed on

the disadvantaged.

The study further concludes that the veteran population is mobile to a

much greater extent than the general veteran population? This suggests,

perhaps, that mailing may not be the most effective manner in which the VA

may reach the disadvantaged veteran. This. however. is currently one of

the major ways in which the VA attempts to reach the disadvantaged. The

disadvantaged surveyed in this sample also did not participate in traditional

veterans' activities or organizations. However, tae VA currently sends

"outreach" or lists of disadvantaged veterans to be contacted to these organ-

izations. Only 6.9 percent disadvantaged from urban areas and 10.5 percent of

those from non-urban areas joined veterans organizations; these percentages

were about 50 percent lower for educationally-disadvantaged blacks.

PP( or/ Prrl,Jr4

The Predischarge Education Program (PREP). which has as its focus the

educationally-disadvantaged serviceman. provides him with the opportunity to

complete his high school education and secure his diploma prior to discharge.

The serviceman may not pursue vocational courses but may pursue deficiency.

remedial, or refresher courses as required to qualify hint for entrance into

an approved postseconiary program. Free entitlement exists for the benefit

t3
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of disadvantaged veterans and differs from the Predischarge Education Program

only in that the veteran, under free entitlement. may pursue courses leading

to the GED examination.

Partioipatt:on Rateo

In "Today's GI Bill," an article appearing in Reveille Magazine, Stuart

Feldman has said, "GI bill use has unfortunately been inverse to need.

Veterans who attended college prior to entry into the Armed Forces are almost

three times as likely to use the GI bill for college or junior college, "10 as

veterans with no pre-service college. It would seem, then, that pre-service

exposure to postsecondary education is a major influence of GI bill use.

The participation rate for the educationally-disadvantaged Vietnam Era

veteran is estimated by the VA to be 28.9 percent as of April 1973. The

total number of disadvantaged veterans (and servicemen) who have trained

under the GI bill is 402,660; 216,489 of these were Vietnam Era veterans,

54,427 were servicemen.

The majority of the educationally disadvantaged selected programs which

require no high school certification (see table 42); 68.8 percent

of Vietnam veterans, 96.1 percent of servicemen, and 75.1 percent of all

disadvantaged veterans ever in training selected programs other than zollege.

About two-thirds of Vietnam veterans enrolled in vocational or technical

education.11

To date, some 173,260 servicemen and veterans entered training under

the Predischarge Education Program or other free entitlement. Of these

102.000 had from 1 to 11 years of schnoling.12 Inavailability of data for the

educationally disadvantaged of World War II and Korea makethe comparison of

participation rates difficult.
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Of all disadvantaged veterans, 20.3 percent entered college level

training, 68.8 percent entered other schools, and 10.9 percent entered on-

the-job training. Figures for all disadvantaged veterans and servicemen

compared with those for Vietnam veterans indicate that a larger percentage

of disadvantaged Vietnam veterans entered college level training (see

Table 42). Among disadvantaged servicemen, only 3.9 percent entered college

level training, the remainder attending "other schools."

The percentage of disadvantaged Vietnam veterans as compared with ser-

vicemen who enter high school training is small. Only 1.8 percent of Vietnam

veterans with less than a high school education have enrolled in a high school

curriculum'. 14.5 percent of servicemen from the same period have enrolled in

a high school curriculum: 14.5 percent of servicemen from the same period

have enrolled in a program of high school training (see Table 43). Among

Vietnam Era veterans and servicemen, the disadvantaged are much more likely

to pursue a high school education in-service rather than after discharge.

Whether this relates to the accessibility of in-service programs, as opposed

to civilian education for the disadvantaged, cannot be determined. However,

this finding underscores the importance of availabilit and emphasis on in-

service education and training programs such as PREP and Prc,dct Transition.

The percentage distribution for all persons ever in training yields

more conclusive evidence with 1.8 percent of disadvantaged veterans and 14.5

percent of servicemen seeking high school diplomas. For the disadvantaged
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veteran, who experiences as much as 20 percent greater difficulty in read-

justment than other veterans, the ability to secure a high school education

while in service affords him the choice of entering a postsecondary program

or entering the job market with more solid credentials (see Table 43).

r111,,pf

Generally, the disadvantaged veteran is receiving more attention cur-

rently than he has in the past. The established free entitlement, PREP, and

to a lesser extent, tutorial assistance programs address themselves speci-

fically to the needs of the educationally disadvantaied. .Coordination

between the VA, the Department of Libor; and the Department of Defense have

resulted in increased opportunity for the disadvantaged to gain skills,

training, and education prior to discharge. The VA has made especially

successful efforts at helping the disadvantaged to avail themselves of on -the-

Soh training opportunitis. Mailing to the disadvantaged and the dispatch of

outreach lists to veterans organizations also represent significant efforts

on the part of the VA to assist this group. However, the veterans groups

receiving outreach lists should be expanded to inc'ude all organizations

which might have better rapport with the diSadvantOged, especially the black

veteran.

The actual percentage of the disadvantaged receiving initial interviews

by the veterans is still low, 37.4 percent.
13

However, when compared with

the percentage of all veterans receiving initial interviews. 31.6 percent.

the percentage of the disadvantaged intereviewed is comendable especially

in light of the fact that this group is more difficult to contact and much

less apt to contact the VA (54.4 percent as comparrni to 64.8 percent for all

veterans).
14
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Table 44: PERCENT OF VETERANS RECEIVING A

GED EQUIVALENCY CERTIFICATE
BY PERIOD OF RECEIPT

Period of Receipt Percent

:n the service

After separation

Period not stated

TOTAL

9.2%

1.0

0.4

10.6%

Source: Readjustment Profile for Recently Separated

Vietnam Veterans, Unpublished Draft, June 1973,

etri-7agKaran siTtration
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To review a point made previously, the Bureau of the Budget/Trans-

Century disadvantaged sample cited lack of funds as the major reason for not

entering training. Advance payment should eliminate the problem of insuf-

ficient funds for initial payment; the increased emphasis by the VA on

introducing disadvantaged veterans to on- the -job training should provide

financial aid to the sizable percentage of the disadvantaged. 35.4 percent,

who indicate an interest in entering training at a later time.
15

Black Veterans

In the Vietnam Conflict, blacks accounted for about 20 percent of combat

fatalities even though they comprised only 12.6 percent of Armed Forces

personnel. However, upon return to civilian life, a plethora of factors

combine to make the participation rate among blacks th lowest of any sub-

group in training. Further, former attitudes of the VA with respect to the

compilation of racial data make an assessment of comparability of participa-

tion among blacks difficult.

Generally, problems 100 affect all veterans are much more severe for

the black GI. The following table shows the disparity in unemployment rates.
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Table 45: UNEMPLOYMENT OF VIETNAM-ERA VETERANS (Age 20-24)

Black White

4th Quarter 1971 10.4%

1st Quarter 1972 22.4% 12.7%

2nd Quarter 1972 15.1% 9.6%

3rd Quarter 1972 18.5% 8.8%

Source: National Urban League, Military and Veterans
Affairs. January 12. 1973.

Not only are unemployment rates for black veterans higher, but they also

express dissatisfaction with their jobs. on the basis of salary and working

conditions, than their white counterparts.

To the extent that current education and training benefits are inadequate

the employment and earning potential of the black veteran. (as noted in

the discussion of veterans' income) limited family contribution, and depen-

dency status tend to discourage a greater proportion of blacks than other

veterans from participating in GI benefits.

U;e of benefits and special programs, however, could have a more sub-

stantial impact on the earning potential of black than white veterans. Data

clearly show that the percent difference between the earnings of high school

graduates and non-high school graduates is luch greater for blacks.

Table 46: RELATIVE INCREASE IN WEEKLY EARNINGS WITH INCREASING EDUCATION

Percent Difference
Between Earnings

of H.S. Grad, and
Non-H.S. Graduate

Percent Difference
Between Earnings
Of Some College

and H.S. Graduate

Percent Difference
Between Earnings
of Some College

and Non-H.S. Graduate

Among
Black Veterans +10 +5 +15

Among
White Veterans +4 +4 +9

Source: National Urban League, Back GIs and Veterans Briefing Book,

Table 11-2, December 1969.

1. i0
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Another problem which affects blacks disproportionately is other-

than-honorable discharges. Administrative, undesirable, or dishonorable

discharges make it difficult or impossible for the veteran to obtain his

entitlement and result in the consignment of blacks in this category to

underemployment or unemployment. It has been the experience of the National

Urban Logue in dealing with this category of veterans that corporations who

would hire civilians who had been convicted of misdemeanors would not hire

veterans with Administrative Discharges. (Consequently, they began an edu-

cational program with business and industry to teach them to "differentiate

between administrative and punitive discharges.")
16

Within all services, blacks receive a greater percentage of other-than-

honorable discharges than whites. The following table outlines the ratio

of black to white dishonorable discharges:

Tabte 47: RATIO OF BLACK TO WHITE DISHONORABLE DISCHARGES

Black:White

Air Force 3.679:1

Army 1.823:1

Navy 1.786:1

Marines 1.672:1

(Where the ratio is not 1:1 other factors
are involved.)

Source: National Urban League, Military_
and Veterans Affairs Program,
January 1973.

Due to its size, and the high number of blacks in its ranks, the Army's

other-than-honorable discharge rate has an especially adverse effect on the

black community.

141
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Contact

The percentage of black veterans who reportedly contacted the VA

regarding education or training remained relatively constant for veterans

separated from 1963 tc 1972, around 45 percent.17 However. the percentage

of black veterans which the VA claims to have contacted over this same per-

iod is relatively high, 80 percent or more.-6 Yet the percentage of black

veterans in training claiming to have received help or advice from any source

is only 17.3 percent as reported by the Readj_ustment Profile (June 1973)

(see Table 49). The percentage of black veterans who claim to have received

help or advice from the VA or one of its representatives exclusively was

9.5 percent. While this is low, the percentage for other veterans in

training was 3.6 percent.

Parti.'ipttion

National Urban League sources report a total participation rate of 53

percent among black. veterans under the Korean GI Bill (late 1962-early 1963).18

Participation under the current GI Bill among blacks has ranged from about 18

percent for those separated in 1968 to above 25 percent for those separated

in early fiscal year 1971.
19 The current participation rate. as of June 1973,

among blacks as reported by the VA is 24.1 percent. If Urban League sources

are correct, current participation among blacks is snore 28.9 percent less

than the 53 percent total participation rate for the black Korean Conflict

veteran. While total participation rates and sample rates for blacks are

not strictly comparable, this analysis does point out that current black

participation is substantially less.

142
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The breakdown by educational level among blacks in training reveals

that the disadvantaged black train at only one-third th,? rate of black

veterans who have completed one or more years of college but slightly

higher than the non-black disadvantaged veteran. However, there is an

encouraging increase in participation among those who have completed high

school.

Table 48: PARTICIPATION BV EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

Training Participation Rates

Negro Non-Negro

Total 24.1% 32.8%

1-11 grade 13.3 10.4

12th grade

one or more years
of college

23.2

39.4

28.8

49.0

Source: Veterans Administration, Readjustment Profile

(Draft), June 1973.

:ho :'etcvin and V.:!erane drli.v1:zvions

One source to which veterans have traditi)nally turned is the veterans'

organization. Traditional veterans' crganizucions however, have only minimal

participation by black veterans and consequently the programs of the organiza-

tion do not reflect the specific needs of black GIs. The American Legion,

the only major organization supplying membership data, shows a 3.5 membership

of blacks in its ranks. Furthermore, the focus of these organizations is not

143
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in large urban areas where the majority of black veterans are concentrated.

Consequently. a number of organizations have been formed or supported

which do speak to the needs of black veterans. By virtue of their location.

personnel, and constituency, these organizations are ilwre accessible to

black veterans. Among the organizations which are concerned with their

problems are Model Cities and Community Action Program (CAP), both of which

are discussed in the "Counseling and Outreach" section of the report, and

the National Urban League.

The Urban League organized its office of itilitary and Veterans Affairs

in 1967 as a "conduit to deliver needed services to minority veterans."

Its initiation and perpetuation were in response to what the League felt to

be a failure to reach the target population. The national office focuses

on increased employment in government and industry for the black veteran

and monitoring of PREP and Project Transition to assure a fair share of

benefits to the black serviceman.

The range of assistance offered by the League is described in literature

distributed by the base personnel officer. Each serviceman is sent. on

request. a detailed questionnaire which enables him to request in advance

(90-120 days before discharge) the assistance that he will need upon his

return home. This profile is then sent to an Urban League affiliate in one

of 102 cities which then aids the veteran in finding employment and deter-

mining how to use his entitlement. The League has a formal agreement with the

American National Red Cross Military Families Division to which it refers

veterans who live in cities or areas where there is no Urban Leage affiliate.

In 1971. tha League developed a working relationship with the American

Legion with whom they cooperate in arranging to have other than honorable
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discharges, previously discussed as a major problem among black servicemen,

adjusted. The Urban league also has an agreement with each branch of the

Armed Forces which provides that the branch involved inform the minority

serviceman of the progrme's existence and give the eligible serviceman an
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Chapter 7

PUBLIC ATTENTION TO VFTERANS

The treatment accorded veterans of each of the three wars has been

determined in large measure by public attitudes and attention. Such atten-

tion is reflected in press and other media coverage, the activities of

veterans' service organizations and special provisions of governmental

programs.

Public Attitudes Toward Veterans and Wars

World War II was unquestionably one of the most popular wars ever fought

by Americans. The popularity of the war and the extensive public involvement

in the r.ar effort no doubt contributed to the attention and generosity extended

to the returning GIs. The American public more easily accepted and assisted

veterans of a "necessary" and "just" war.

The Korean Conflict was less widely approved and created a great deal of

ambiguity in the mind of the public as well as the soldier. A poll in 1953

found that only 19 percent of those questioned never doubted whether the

Korean War was worth it.1

By 1969, the Vietnam War was evoking public demonstrations and debate

over the "rightness" of the nation's involvement in Indochina. According to

Gallup polls, in December 7959, 55 percent of the American public classified

themselves as 'doves and 31 percent as "hawks" -- almost exactly the reverse

of two years previously.2 Since then. the Vietnam War became still more

unpopular, and ending the war became the central theme of both Presidential

candidates in 1972.

According to a recent Louis Harris study, the unpopularity of the

Vietnam War appears to have "rubbed off" to some extent on public attitudes
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toward Vietnam veterans. This is especially true among the young, the col-

lege educated, and city dwellers.3 Although 86 percent of those over 50

years of age strongly agreed that Vietnam veterans deserve the same respect

as earlier veterans, only 69 percent of the 18-24 age group strongly agreed.

While 68 percent strongly agreed that veterans should feel proud to have

served their country, only 54 percent of the 18-24 year olds agree.

According to the Harris findings, the view that veterans of the Vietnam

Conflict were "taken advantage of° or "made suckers" is agreed with slightly

more (49 percent) than it is disagreed with (42 percent0

When asked to compare the reception accorded to Vietnam veterans with

the reception accorded earlier veterans, seven percent said today's veterans

are treated better, 32 percent said they are treated the same, and 48 percent

felt that today's veterans are treated worse than previous veterans. Signi-

ficantly, 53 percent of veterans polled felt that the,reception of today's

veteran is worse than in the past. While 72 percent of older veterLts felt

that their reception had been "very friendly," only 53 percent of Vietnam

Era veterans could say the same.5

Media Attention

Immediately after World War II, stories about veterans and their problems

were major news items since almost everyone was closely associated with ex-

servicemen. In the following figures, the extensiveness of World War II

media attention to veterans may be contrasted with the relatively meager

attention accorded to veterans during the Korean and Vietnam periods.

The changing public image of the veteran is revealed in the titles of

some of the popular journal articles of the late 1940s: "Are We Making a

Bum Out of GI Joe?", "How Many Wrongs Make A GI Bill of Rights?", and "There's

a Shell Game at Every Turn for a Man With an Eagle on His Lapel".
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During the sixties and early seventies appeared such articles as:

"Scars of Vietnam", "Return to Apathy". "No Floou of Benefits for Vietnam

Vets". "Invisible Army". "America We are Not Your Boys". and "No One Gives

a Damn". Public concern, as represented in the media ut least, seems to

have shifted away from fears that veterans may have been overindulged

toward concern that their needs are not adequately met. The virtual absence

of stories about veteran or institutional abuse of the GI Bill in recent

years may serve to indicate some recognition of the fact that educational

allowance payments are no longer so adequate as to be capable of being

"abused." It may also indicate growing awareness of the value of the GI

Bill investment, inadequate reporting. or increasing vigilance by the VA

and the state Approving Agencies in effecting consumer protection.

Attention of Veterans Organizations

The comparability of "attention" that has been and is being given to

veterans of the three periods by American society, is reflected in the role

of the veterans organizations in generating and focusing such attent,on.

After WW II ex-GIs swelled the membership roles of the traditional

veterans' organizations seeking the comradeship of their fellow warriors

as well as job assistance and political muscle in dealing with the govern-

ment. American Legion membership nearly trebled in one year, going from

1.667,742 in 1945 to 3,326,556 in 1940 The Veterans of Foreign Wars'

membership went from 250,000 in 1940 to over a million by early 1947.7

The Legion had been chartered by Congress as a "national patriotic

organization" in 1919. By World War II, it had become known for both its

community service activities and its political lobbying efforts on behalf
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of veterans' benefits, bonuses, and pensions. Its rehabilitation service

fought for the claims of disabled veterans and througn the assistance of

local Legion posts. more than a million World War I veterans had found jobs

during the depression.

The V.F.W., older than the Legion and formed from the remnants of the

Spanish American War veterans organization, was similarly dominated by

the World War I bonus marchers. The two major veterans organizations both

vigorously recruited the ex-GIs. The V.F.W. drew GIs who sought "exclu-

sivity" -- overseas service being a requirement for membersnip. The V.F.W.

had also won popularity with enlisted men for its successful political

support of terminal leave pay for enlisted men as well as officers.

The third major veterans organization, the Disabled American Veterans,

had sprung up after World War I to cater to the needs of sick and injured

servicemen and to lobby for pensions and medical benefits. By 1947, the

D.A.V. had 134,523 members -- more than double its pre-war membership.1

Many new veterans groups also sprouted up after World War II. Several

of the new groups out-did the Legion and the V.F.W. in emphasizing nation-

alism. The Nationalist Veterans of World War II, the Christian Veterans

of America. and others demanded cash bonuses of up to S7,B10. Two of these

groups survived: The American Veterans Committee and the American Veterans

of World War II (AmVets). formed by veterans whose views were not repre-

sented by the major organizations.

The A.V.C. was formed by student clubs and intellectuals who espoused

irternationalist ana liberal policies which were incompatible with Legion

or V.F.W. "Americanism." The AVC called for such radical measures as

desegregation of the mititary, support for the united Nations, and no special

1 5Z.
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bonuses for veterans. Although Its philosophy became more influential

through the years, the AVC's membership gradually fell off from its postwar

high of 75,000.1°

The American Veterans of World War II originally drew Is who simply

wanted to belong to a fraternal organization run by and for their own age

group. Its political stands, however, gradually expressed liberal posi-

tions, endorsing public housing and desegregation in the military. While

its structure resembles that of the older organizations, AmVets' 125,000

members were described by Colliers in 1954 as representing a broader base

than any of the newer graups.11

The sudden surge ill Legion and V.F.W. membership which took place in

1946-7, together with the birth of numerous new veterans fraternities, is

a phenomenon which remains unmatched in the Korean or Vietnam eras.

Legion membership figures show a continual decline from the 1946 peak

of 3.4 million to a plateau of between 2.7 and 2.8 million which lasted

throughout the '50's. After a low of 2.5 million in 1964, the addition of

Vietnam War veterans has helped to make up for death losses and to gradually

swell Legion membership back to the 2.7 million level. Although complete

statistics are not available with regard to members' period of service,

Legion and V.F.W. officials concur with the observation that Korean and

Vietnam veterans have been a great deal slower to join the traditional

veterans organizations than were World War II GIs. The Legion estimates

that 12 to 14 percent of World War II veterans have joined the Legion and

expects that as Vietnam veterans becomi: :ctled into civilian careers they

will join the Legion in similar numbers.12
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Of their current total of 2.7 million, the Legion now clams 450,000

Vietnam war veterans, 440,000 Korean war veterans, 350,000 World War I

veterans and 1,450,000 World War II veterans.
13

A recent Louis Harris study reports that wnile 43 percent of all earlier

veterans polled had belonged at some time to veterans organizations, only

19 percent of Vietnam Era veterans polled had joined such groups. Vietnam

Era veterans, it has peen noted, include many career servicemen who happened

to be retiring at the time of the Vietnam conflict. The Harris study ob-

served that "Apparently, to 81 percent of Vietnam veterans, joining service

organizations might identify them with something their reception at home

makes them want to forget.14

Quite the opposite seems to have been true for World War II veterans.

Much psychological and social literature of the period, in fact, warns

families and friends of ex-GIs that war veterans may need to spend much

time down at the Legion Hal) in the company of their fellow warriors in

order to ease the psycholo cal transition back to civilian life .15 Popular

journal articles asked such questions as, "How does an ace slow down to a

civilian career?" The Legion and the V.F.W. and the many newer veterans

organizations provided social and emotional outlets for the returning

World War II "aces." Vietnam Era veterans, on the other hand, do not appear

eager to recall war experiences or to identify themselves with the ambig-

uities of that war.

In addition to serving a social function for ex-GIs, the veterans

groups also functioned very effectively in publicizing their needs and

desires to the public and the government. Just as the dramatic member-

ship leaps of the World War II periud have not been equalled since, the
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dramatic and concerted lobbying campaigns of tho veterans groups of that

era have likewise not been duplicated in recent years.

The American Legion laims as one of its greatest accomplishments the

passage of the "Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944." The very term

"GI Bill of Rights" is reported to have come from the pen of the Legion's

Public Relation's Director.'" President Roosevelt's recommendations for

postwar veterans benifits and those of the Armed Forces Committee on Post-

war Educational Opportinities (the Osborne Committee) in July of 1943 were

in fact pre-dated by the Legion's Convention of 1942 which adopted many

resolutions which were later enacted into law17 Although the Legion's

legislative officers het:ad writs the bill which later became law, the

V.F.W. claims that the Legion bill was "floundering hopelessly" before

collaboration among the major veterans organizations was acnieved.

The V.F.W. had been holding out for its philosophy unOer which all

veterans would be given checks rather than specific services such as educa-

tional assistance. The legislation providing for World War It's "small

bonuses" -- mustering out pa.+ terminal leave pay -- were the V.F.W.'s

"babies" at least as much as the "GI Bill" was the progeny of the Legion,

although both groups supported the legislation. Mustering out pay legis-

lation, backed early by both the V.F.W. and the Legion, led the way through

Congress for passage of the omnibus GI bill.

The Lesion launched a massii., publicity campaign. Over 400 radio

spots were produced and distributed to local stations. Many carried

direct appeals from wounded servicemen. More than 125 two-minute movies

were shown in theaters across the Nation. At the request of local Legior

posts, tnese public appeals to back the el Bill were inserted by local
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theaters into their newsreels. News releases, stories, and editorials

urging passage of the GI Bill flooded the Nations' press with the assis-

tance of William Randolph Hearst and his chain of newspapers. Many papers

added coupons which could be cu: out by readers and sent to their Congress-

men urging Bill support.

Hearst personnel were turned over to the Legion for assistance with

publicity as well as lobbying. One of these men conducted a daily tele-

phone poll of every Congressman asking where they stood on the Bill. A

chart keeping score of the poll's results was kept up to date and daily

meetings of the Legion's "Council of War" decided which states and which

Congressmen were in need of attention. Telegrams went out to Legion posts

and officials in the districts of "doubtful" legislators urging constituent

pressure. With the help of this well-orchestrated campaign led by the

veterans groups, the Bill reached the Senate floor with a total of 81

Senators listed as co-sponsors. Its passage was unanimous.18

The political activity of the major veterans' organizations during

the Korean and "Cold War" periods was much less energetic, especially with

respect to veterans' educational benefits. A review of Legion and VFW

yearly legislative reports and national convention resolutions since the

big GI Bill push of 1944 reveals interest in veterans' housing legislation

(a subject not heard today), veterans' preference in government employment,

in improv.ng and enlarging eligibility for pensions, disability compensa-

tion and medical care, and in "national security" and "Americanism" issues.

but a general lapse of interest in educational benefits (with the exception

of benefits to children of disabled). Legion and V.F.W. support for the

Korean GI Bill was passive rather than active. The bill Is simply not
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mentioned in the Legion and V.F.W. legislative reports. No concern seems

to have been given to "comparability of benefits" with respect to the World

War II Bill. In 1956. the V.F.W. opposed the cut off of Korean War educa-

tional benefits, but the Legion was silent. In 1958, the V.F.W. supported

a bill to extend educational benefits to post-1955 veterans and for the

first time called for increases in educational assistance allowances to meet

cost of living and cost of education increases. Again, the Legion was silent.

Inasmuch as Legion membership is restricted to "wartime" veterans.

the Legion has never officially supported educational assistance to "peace-

time" veterans. During the 1950's and early 1960's, the Legion's political

energies were turned vigorously in other directions: Investigations of

communist influence in the movie industry, opposing trade with communist

countries, opposing the nuclear test ban. and opposing communist speakers

at public colleges, for example. It was not until 1965 that the Legion

again took an active position in favor of educational benefits for current

veterans.19 The "Cold War GI Bill" which passed in 1966 was the result of

the leadership of Senator Yarborough and others, rather than the kind of

public relations and lobbying effort on the part of veterans' groups which

secured the passage of the original GI Bill. Only very recently have the

old line veterans organizations begun to press for "comparability of benefits"

with respect to those of the original GI Bi11.20

Washington representatives of the major veterans groups are all now

well in step and on record as asking for "comparable" educational benefit

treatment for Vietnam Era veterans, but their major lobbying efforts are

reserved for matters which are of more direct interest to the bulk of their

constituents. Recently, pension bills, medical bills, and a national
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cemetery bill have received major attention in Legion publications. In

1968 the U.S. Veterans Advisory Commission, overwhelmingly made up of

representatives of the major veterans organizations, presented 79 formal

recommendations to the VA and to the Congress which dealt much more

heavily with widows, orphans, and older veterans than with any increases

in educational allowance benefits.

In 1971 the Legion invested a great deal of money and effort in a

public information campaign reminescent of 1944. In the effort to remind

the public of the fate of U. S. Prisoners of War in Vietnam, television

programs, radio programs, ar% a motion picture documentary were produced

by the Legion and distributed throughout the country?2 The movie shorts,

and radio (TV) spots which aroused public awareness of the original GI

Bill. and which recently called attention to the plight of American POWs,

however, have yet to be employed to call attention to the problems of

millions of returned Vietnam veterans or to encourage veteran utilization

of benefits.

The Legion and V.F.W. conventions continue to pass resolutions on sub-

jects ranging from school prayers to VA hospitals, but even on issues

directly affecting veterans, the veterans organizations have little real

political impact today. In recent campaigns to improve VA health care

facilities. as in other matters, the leadership has come from individual

Congressmen. A 1970 poll of the offices of 35 members of Congress by the

National Journal found that "None of the offices reported any follow-up

to testimoney or personal contact with representatives of the (Legion)

legislative division."23
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The Chairman of the Legion's 1944 "War Council" on the GI Bill of

Rights (John Stelle) was known for his desk pounding "hard sell" on behalf

of World War II veterans. More recent Legion lobbyists have preferred to

maintain "low profiles" in dealing with Congress, seeing themselves as

"political realists."

Another aspect of the representation of veterans interests currently

provided by veterans groups is the advent of a new group of smaller veterans

organizations spawned by the Vietnam Era. The politically and ethically

controversial nature of the Vietnam Conflict gave rise to a number of or-

ganizations representing newer veterans who felt that the major ideologically

conServative, veterans organizations did not and could not represent their

views and interests. The largest of these are the Vietnam Veterans Against

the War (VYAW) known for its vigorous political activity as well as its

service to returning veterans, and the National Association of Concerned

Veterans (NALVI). an association of 150 college and community veterans

clubs, which takes no political positions other than lobbying on behalf

of liberalized benefits.

NACVI. and other newer veterans groups, claim success in their efforts

at "reaching" recent veterans who haven't taken advantage of their educa-

tional benefits. Although the volunteer "Post Service Officers" as well as

the professional staffs of the major veterans organizations have been

informing and assisting veterans since the World War II Era, they claim no

great Vietnam Era outreach success. Some local posts have reportedly

refused to accept VA outreach lists of educationally-disadvantaged Vietnam

Era veterans. Some Legion and V.F.W. posts have been active in sponsoring

"Job Fairs" and "Opportunity Fairs" for returning servicemen in their areas
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and the Legion has cooperated with the American Association of Community and

Junior Colleges in educational outreach work. Yet the very nature and geo-

graphical location of maior veterans organization posts makes it difficult

for them to reach those Vietnam veterans most in need of assistance.

A recent demographic survey of readers of the American Legion Maga-

zine, which is accepted by Legion officials as accurately representing

their membership, shows that 3.7 percent of the subscribers were black and

1.3 percent "Spanish". It also revealed that only 10.0 percent of Legion-

naires reside in metropolitan areas of over 500.000 people while 32.9

percent live in suburban counties and 39.7 percent live in nonmetropolitan

areas.24

The Legion recognizes one of its problems to be a shrinkage in the

total number of posts (a loss of 1,300 posts since 1947) highlighted by

the decay of central city posts. Inasmuch as a significant number of the

"disadvantaged" veterans who are not taking advantage of their educational

benefits are central city black and Spanish-speaking veterans, Legion diffi-

culty in reaching many recent veterans is understandable.

In general, the evidence available suggests that Vietnam veterans

when compared with veterans of World War II seem to be at a distinct dis-

advantage in terms of the attention to their needs provided and generated

by major veterans organizations.

Non-GI Rill Veterans Assistance Programs

A brief survey of governmental assistance programs other than GI Bill

educational assistance provides some indication of how Congressional and

public attention to the needs of veterans has varied since World War II.
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Many benefits of a continuing nature such as pensions, medical benefits

and service-connected disability compensation are structurally identical

for all "war veterans." Vietnam Era veterans (serving since August 5, 1964)

were declared "war veterans" by Public Law 90-77 on August 31, 1967. Dis-

ability payment schedules have varied over time, and specific provisions of

law have altered certain allowances and benefits (e.g., the disability

level at which a veteran's dependents receive an allowance was 60 percent

for World War II, 50 percent for Vietnam Era). Except for increases in

monthly payments and changes in eligibility requirements, the pension sys-

tem has remained roughly the same since World War II. Medical care benefits

at VA hospitals are comparable for the thret eras, again with eligibility

requirements easing. Federal employment preferences for veterans and

veterans reemployment rights have remained intact.

Several significant federal assistance programs, however, were available

to earlier veterans which are not available to Vietnam Era veterans. Two

World War II programs were designed to ease the veteran's economic read-

justment problems. Thousands of World War II and Korean War veterans

received a "Mustering Out" payment as well as federal "readjustment

allowances." World War II and Korean War veterans received $300 in mustering

out pay if they served at least 60 days, including any service outside the

U.S.; if they served wholly within the U.S. they received $200 and if they

served less than 60 days they received $100. Vietnam veterans receive no

such payments. In September 1946, 1.3 million World War II veterans were

members of the "52-20 Club" -- that is, they were recipients of federal

unemployment insurance payments of $20 per week (for a maximum of 52weeks).25

Under provisions of the GI Bill, Korean War veterans were also eligible for

federal "readjustment allowances." Today, Vietnam veterans may qualify for
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state unemployment insurance which varies in eligibility and payments. The

national focus and the special status and assistance nn a national scale to

World War II and Korean War veterans is missing for today's veterans.

Other discontinuities in federal programs can be found in insurance,

loans, housing, and vocational rehabilitation eligibility. World War II

and Worean War veterans were eligible for vocational rehabilitation bene-

fits if they had Any. legally compensable disability at all. Vietnam veterans

must be rated at 30 percent or more disabled in order to qualify. Vietnam

veterans may negotiate VA home and farm loans, but they are not eligible

for VA loans to enlarge or establish a business, as were earlier veterans.

(Vietnam veterans have been recently urged to take advantage of Small

Business Administration loans, but they receive no special consideration as

veterans.) An unusually inexpensive life insurance program was. and con-

tinues to be. administered by the VA for veterans of World War II. With a

few exceptions, this program is not available to veterans of Korea and

Vietnam.26

Due to wartime limitations on the housing industry and the tremendous

needs for low-cost housing following World War II, the federal government

(followed by many state governments) embarked on massive housing programs,

many of which were earmarked for veterans. The Federal Emergency Housing

Program subsidized the construction of "low and moderate-cost" dwelling

units to meet the needs of an estimated 3,025.000 families, 74 percent of

were families of veterans. Veterans received preference in public housing

projects. and in homesteading the lands newly irrigated by federal reclama-

tion projects."By way of contrast, the present Administration has suspended

Or cut-back on all federally supported housing projects -- adversely

affecting those in need of housing.
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The post-World War 1I federal commitment to help veterans attend college

was not limited to the generosity of the educational benefits of the GI

Bill. Federal Housing Expediter Wilson W. Wyatt stated in May 1946 that

"Our major task is to remove obstacles standing in the way of full enroll-

ment of veterans." This task, according to Wyatt, involved the release from

service of college instructors, the provision of surplus equipment, books

and supplies, as well as the provision of low-cost housing for student

veterans.2B

Federal housing for student veterans was provided in three forms: the

conversion of existing federal facilities (Camp Shanks and the Sampson Naval

Training Center in New York, for example). (beds, furnishings and equipment

were provided at government expense); the conversion of existing public war

housing projects into low-rent student housing, and the provision of surplus

military housing which could be transported to and erected at college sites --

ail at government expense under the Lanham Act. The Federal Public Housing

Administration expected that by the end of 1946, more than 100,000 units

of each type would be provided for student veterans and their families.29

In recent years, a number of federal programs have been designed to

assist veterans' transition to civilian life through special job training

and placement, and through special preparation for postsecondary education.

Several of these programs are designed to assist the large number of

"educationally disadvantaged" veterans separating from the Armed Services

after Vietnam Era service. These programs include: Project Transition

begun in 1968, the PREP program, tutorial assistance, and the VA Work-

Study Program (see Chapter 9 ). New federal job training and placement

programs give pri'rity to veterans.
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Office of Education

The OE's financial aid and service programs for the general college

population date back to 1958 and the National Defense Education Act. Of

special interest are those programs which could provide supplementary

financial aid resources to veterans attending postsecondary institutions.

These include:

Basic Opportunity GrantProgram -- providing grant assistance
to those students who could not otherwise attend the institu-
tion'of higher education."

College-Work Study Program -- providing work opportunities to
enrolled students.

National Direct Student Loan Program -- providing long-term
low-interest loans to students.

Guaranteed Student Loan Program -- providing loan funds with
interest subsidy from commercial sources to students but
guaranteed by the Office of Education or a state agency.

Veterans, as students. have been eligible to participate in these programs,

but as discussed in Chapter 4, veteran participation at the present is rela-

tively small.

Two OE programs which are designed to specifically assist the veteran

are the Veterans' Cost-of-Instruction Awards Program and the Special Vet-

erans Talent Search/Upward Bound Program.

The Veterans' Cost-of-Instruction Awards to Institutions of Higher Education is

a program providing grants to institutions of higher education that increase

their enrollment of veterans by 10 percent. These institutions must insure

that they will provide a full-time office of veterans affairs responsible

for outreach, recruitment, special education programs, and counseling plus

programs to prepare the educationally disadvantaged and carry out an active
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tutorial assistance program. The grants are of $300 for veterans receiving

benefits under the GI Bill or Vocational Rehabilitation Training and an

additional $150 for veterans who are educationally disadvantaged. Initial

year funding was insufficient to provide full payment of grants, neces-

sitating pro-ration at about a 17 percent level.

The Special Veterans Talent Search/Upward Round Program is a combination of

the Talent Search and Upward Bound programs specifically designed to meet

the remedial and motivational needs of the unemployed or underemployed

Vietnam Era veteran who does not have a high school diploma. The major

elements of the program are outreach and recruitment, guidance and coun-

seling, advice and assistance on financial aids, application filling, and

tutorial and remedial assistance. Training sessions last 6 weeks to 3

months although a participant may continue in the program if he needs Addi-

tional assistance. Approximately 40,000 veterans were served by some 67

programs during FY 1973. These proarams are expected to terminate in

June 1974 under Administration budgetary ?laps.

The Manpower Development and Training Act (MOTA1 is administered coopera-

tively by the Office of Education and the Department of Labor and is dis-

cussed among the programs administered by the Department of Labor.

In addition to these programs, the OE has a vete;an coordinator in

each of its ten regional offices. It is the role of these coordinators to

stimulate interest in the veteran among educational institutions and com-

munity groups. They act as contact and reference points although they do

not individually counsel veterans. Responsibility to monitor the Cost-of-

Instruction program has been assigned to them.
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It should be noted that many of these programs are new and/or have

only recently given priority or preferential treatment to veterans.

Therefore, their significance or effectiveness may lie more in future

effects on veteran participation.

National Institutes of Reulth

The Department of Health, Education, and Welfare administers the

Military Experience Directed Into Health Careers ( MEDIHC) and the MEDEX

programs. MEDIHC began in 1970 and assists servicemen with health skills

to pursue health careers through counseling, placement, and referral.

MEDEX began in 1969 and trains veterans who were Medical Corpsmen to work

as physician assistants. In addition, the National Institutes of Health

provide financial assistance to students under the Health Professions

Student Loan and Scholarship Programs and the Nursing Students Loan Program.

Pepamtmf,nt of Labor

Manpower Programs. The basic philosophy and goal of the Manpower programs

is to "enable the disadvantaged and other groups facing special difficulties

to overcome the problems separating them from the general affluence and

well-being of American life."3° To accomplish this the Department of Labor

and its Manpower Administration have established a wide range of programs.

Veterans of all periods of service are involved in many of these. Recently,

the programs have become more accessible to Vietnam Era veterans. The

annualization of income for the latest quarter has allowed veterans during

the first months of return to civilian life to be officially classified as
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disadvantaged and thereby become eligible for a variety of programs.

Under the 1970 amendments to the Veterans' Readjustment Benefits Act, a

veteran can collect simultaneously the training allowances provided under

the GI Bill and the Manpower Development and Training Act. Manpower pro-

grams, which have recently begun to give priority to Vietnam Era veterans

and have set goals to increase veteran participation, are summarized below:

The Manpower Development and Training Act Institutional program provides

occupational training for the unemployed c underemployed who would not

obtain employment without such training. This training includes basic

education, communication skills, occupational training, employability

skills, ei.c. The program pays the educational cost for up to two years

and provides the trainee with a subsistence allowance, transportation, and

child care.

In the Jobs-Optional Program and MDTA On -the -Job Traioing opportunities are

arranged with private agencies and organizations. Except for national

contracts the OJT program ended in FY 1970. The JOBS-Optional Program

(JOP) began in FY 1971 and provide, "low support" OJT for those who

require Tess intensive assistance than that given under institutional MDTA.

The Public Employment Program (PEP) was set up under the Emergency Employ-

ment Act of 1971 to provide subsidized public service jobs. As a temporary

countercyclical tool, the program has only been funded for two years. Pre-

ference is given to Vietnam Era veterans. PEP has been a valuable source

cf employment for veterans, especially those working in veteran outreach and

assistance programs. In FY 1972, 27 percent of all PEP job slots went to

veterans.
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The Concentrated Employment Program (CEP) began in 1967 and is designed

to channel training and supportive services to people in urban slums and

rural pockets of poverty with high unemployment rates. Contractual arrange-

ments ar? usually made with Community Agencies to render these services.

The Public Service Careers (PSC) program provides on-the-job training and

supportive services to the disadvantaged. The object is to enable the

disadvantaged to obtain entry-level jobs in Federal, State and local

governments, in private nonprofit agencies and in agencies that receive

Federal grants in aid..."31 Trainees must be guaranteed employment upon

successful completion of training. Under 10 percent of the total enroll-

ment, or 1,800 slots went to Vietnam Era veterans in FY 1372.

The Work Incentive Program (WIN) was established under the Social Security

Act of 1967 to make it possible far welfare recipients to find productive

employment. Participants receive a variety of manpower and supportive

services.

Operation Mainstrelm provides work experience and training in rural areas

to older adults. This applies to some older veterans.

The Construction Outreach Program combines apprenticeship Outreach and

Journeyman Outreach into a program that conducts preappr3nticeship and

apprenticeship training through contracts with industry, labor and other

organizations. The program is administered by the Bureau of Apprenticeship

and Training in the Department of Labor.

In total, the Manpower programs provided training for 89,000 Vietnam

Era veterans and employment for at least another 61,000 in FY 1972. This

is illustrated below:
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ESTIMATED EMPLOYMENT OF VIETNAM-ERA VETERANS IN
WORK AND TRAINING PROGRAMS, JUNE 1972
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ROTA InstiAitio*al
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0

Cumulative Enrollment, July 1, 11271Juno 30, 1J72
1l, Thausanusi

10 70 ao 40 50 60

XAWS1)1P

1 800

5.203

12.800

air

t Cstvabasp AINwerOmmike WANGS. !Ad letafMniM410 Ohtlfeet

15,800

12.300

40.600

Source: U. S. Department of Labor, Manpower Administration. Manpower,
October 1972. page 25.

In addition. as Table 50 illustrates. veteran participation in MDTA

and OJT has been consistently high since 1963. increasing as of FY 1971.

Table 50: VETERANS IN SELECTED MANPOWER PROGRAMS

(Percent distribution}

1000

FYI

1973
FY

1972
FY

1971

FY

1970
FY
1969

FY
1968

FY

1067
FY

1966
FY

1965
FY

1964
FY
1963

MDTA

JOP

OM

CEP

WIN

PEP

OJT

PSC A & B

36.1

35.9

31.7

19.0

INA

40.9

32.8

TO 8

31.0

33.9

28.5

19.2

16.2

43.0

35.4

INA

23.1

29.4

21.0

15.1

12.5

NA

26.8

INA

19.6

NA

18.0

13.8

8.0

--

22.4

NA

17.2

INA

INA

13.0

22.7

17.5

INA

IhA

--

24.9

20.5

--

INA

NA

27.1

25.1

INA

32.8

27.6

INA

31.r

16.3

NA

--

3t.5

22.5

--

29.2

'As of 3/31/73

INA - Information not available
NA - Not applicable

Source: Office of Financial and Management Information Systems, Veterans Adminis-
tration, August 13, 1973.
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This consistently high level of veteran participation makes it difficult

to distinguish how significant the priority for veterans has been as dis-

tinct from the influx of returning servicemen in the population. Whatever

the reason, it appears that there has oeen a significant effort to enroll

these veterans since FY 1971. Almost 89,000 training slots represents a

formidable achievement but it n ;t be placed in the context of greater

Federal involvement in training and manpower policy in general. A policy

which did not exist during the periods following World War II and the

Korean Conflict.

The Employment Service has been aiding veterans through job referral

and placement, referral to training, job development, and vocation-i coun-

seling since 1933. During this time, counseling has been provided to a

great number of veterans. Employment Service counseling may inc,.,de job

orientation, vocational counseling and personal counseling. The geograph-

ical distribution of Employment Service office', has made their service

easily accessible to veterans.

In summary, the efforts of the Department of Labor to aid veterans as

a special group are currently greater that they we after World War II

or Korea.

Office of Eoonomic Opportunity

The Veterans Education and Training Action Committee (VETAC) of 0E0

has had two major roles in aiding veterans. The first has been to foster

the split job concept, that is, employing two or three veterans to fill one

full-time job, among government agencies. The second has been to fund

demonstration projects to assist local governments in providing informa-

tion and other active forms of assistance to returning veterans. These
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projects, called Veterans Education and Training Service ;VETS), were

established and administered by the National League of Cities -- U.S.

Conference of Mayors and the National Urban Coalition, under support from

0E0.

The programs assist veterans who would not otherwise take advantage

of educational opportunities through peer recruitment and counseling. They

provide a wide range or assistance to not only help the veteran readjust

and enter school but to help the veteran follow through to his or her goal.

The programs vary widely in character depending on their institutional

bases which may be a City Manpower Commission, a College Consortium, a

local Urban Coalition, or a City Human Resource Department.

This type of program appears to be a significant means of assisting

veterans. The Veterans Education and Training Service concept has spread to

30 or 40 other communities. Funding for these programs have been, through

such local resources as the Emergency Employnent Act, Model Cities, Planned

Variation, Community Action, etc.

The total effect that these programs will have on veterans is a ques-

tion for the future.

These recent programs show increased federal attention to some of the

special needs of today's veterans. (Similar programs were not available

to World War 1r and Korean War veterans when they separated from service.)

However, many of these programs are currently underbu3geted and/or are

scheduled to be cut back under the Administration's FY 1974 Budget. The

Emergency Employment Act's program of public employment, for example, which

has given preference to veterans, is to be eliminated, causing many

1 71
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Vietnam Era veterans to lose their present jobs. The veterans' "Cost-of-

Instruction" program had its funds impounded on anti-inflation grounds

and only released late in the fiscal year after court action was instituted.

In contrast to the earlier Federal programs, which were centrally

administered and highly visible to the public, today's programs are

highly diffused among many separate agencies without the means of overall

coordination or control.

State ;00C ,nmcnt AaaistanYc

State governments too have paid considerable attention to the returning

veterans over the years. Shortly after World War II, almost every state

established Veterans Affairs Offices or Commissions which continue to help

veterans in obtaining state and federal assistance of many kinds. Several

states have recently added "outreach" programs to inform and advise

veterans.

State laws giving special preferences and benefits to veterans have

varied greatly among states and over time. Veterans presently, for exam-

ple, may receive special housing preferences in fifteen states, and prefer-

ences in acquiring state land in four. War orphans and children of

permanently disabled veterans receive special educational benefits in

twenty-six states. Free tuition. or partial tuition payment, is available

at state universities in eight states. State bonuses of up to $300 have

been provided to war veterans by many states: World War II veterans

received bonuses in twenty-five states; veterans of the Korean War were

entitled to bonuses in twenty states; Vietnam Era veterans, however, are

eligible for bonuses in only nine states.32
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Chapter 8

PARTICIPATION RATES AS INDICATORS OF EFFECTIVENESS

A comparison of narticination rates under the three GI Bills must be

based on more information than the single statistic indicating the percen-

tage of eligible veterans who use their educational benefits. To base a

comparison on this criterion alone would assume that the educational and

socio-economic structure of our nation has remained constant since 1945.

This assumption is obviously incorrect. Additional factors such as the

demographic composition of the Armed Forces, discharge rates, and eligibility

requirements must be considered.

It should also be noted that a general participation index gives no

sense of the kind of education veterans obtain through their benefits.

While the Veterans Administration does now collect and report data on degree

and vocational objectives, there is little data currently available on comple-

tion rates for veterans in such programs. Without this information it is

difficult to determine the ultimate effectiveness of the GI Bill use. It

should be noted that certain studies are currently in process which the VA

believe will give such information.

A change in eligibility requirements while makes servicemen on active

duty eligible for GI Bill benefits since June 1, 1966, makes an exact

comparison of participation rates for the three programs impossible. The

current participation rate which is generally cited by the VA includes

active duty servicemen who were not eligible for benefits under the two

previous programs.

Difficulties in Making Comparisons

The participation rate for veterans and servicemen computed as of June

1973. eighty-five months after the start of the program, is 47.2 percent
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Table SI.: COMPARISON OF PARTICIPATION RATES AT COmPARAOLE POINTS IN TIME ArTER EACN PROGRAM BEGAN

THREE GI BILLS

No. of Months
After Start
of Program

Date of Comparison
for vietnsm Era

Service
Period

Person., Tratne8T

Avcent of Vietnam Era

Veteran veteran Veterans °nit

Population lumber Population Number Percent

41 Nov. 1969 4W-11 14.685.000 4,461.648 30.3%
Korea 4,471.000 1.364.858 30.5
viesnam Era 3.646,011 964.874 26.5 849.910 23.3%

49 June 1970 WW-11 14,914,010 5.159.461 34.6
Korea 4,852.000 1,548,934 31.9
Vietnam Era 4.173.000 1.215.495 28.9 1,067.124 25.6

54 Nov. 1970 8W-I1 15,124,111 5,436,038 37.3
Korea 5,053.000 1.773.734 35.1
vietrimn Era 4,573.007 1,479.225 32.3 I .21,805 28.9

59 April 1971 WW-11 15,143.011 6.723,239 39.8
Korea 5.122.101 1,877.306 36.7
Vietnam Era 4.975.000 1.732.637 34.8 1.553.940 33.2

61 June 1971 WW-If 15.182.711 6,145.845 41.5
Kore4 5.171.010 1,118.365 36.4
vietnam Era 5.138.900 1,817.898 35.2 1.616.860 31.5

66 Nov 1971 WW-I! 15.283,300 6,552.498 42.9
Korea 5.303,011 2.15'3.139 38.8
Vietnam Era 5.524,000 2,101,956 38.1 1,884.304 34,1

71 April 1972 WW-11 15,358,003 5,994.414 44.9
Korea 5.366.000 2,135.070 39.8
Vietnam Era 6.885.030 2.353.576 40.3 7.105.133 35.7

73 Juno 1972 ww-11 15,386,011 7,001.245 45.5
Korea 5.397= 7,153,237 39.4
vsetnam Era 5.976.000 2,443.879 40.9 2.177.040 36.4

78 Nov. 1972 4w-11 18,430,003 7.249.524 47.0
Korea 5,440.000 2141,775 41.7
Vietnam Era 6.220.011 2,716.606 4).? 2.416.945 38.9

A9r71 1973 MW-11 15,440.001 7,451.971 48.3
Korea 5.443.100 2,280,412 41.9
Vietnam Era 6.476.000 2.985,967 46.1 2.647,993 40.9

85 June 1973 Ww.II 15,440.010 7,532,732 48.8
Korea 5,456.000 2.288.753 41.9

Vietnam Era 6.557.300 3.192,111 47.2 2.729.348 41.6

Veterans and .eroceesen included In Vietnam figures

Source: Comoi1ed from data provided by the Office of Research and Stat.stics. ovB
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(see Table 51). This figure is based on 3,092,111 persons trained, of

which 362,763 (11.7 percent) are servicemen. Some of these servicemen have

been discharged from the service and noK are veterans, but there are no data

available to ShOw the exact size of this group. The VA does have data

indicating that 73,096 (20 percent) are still in training in the service.

There are no data on the service status of the remaining 289,667 persons.

However, there is evidence to suggest that a large portion of servicemen

using the GI Bill are career soldiers.
1

If a significant number of these trainees are career soldiers and are

not entering the veteran population in the near future. their inclusion in

the participation rate distorts that rate as an indicator of the useage of

the GI Bill as a readjustment benefit. The participation rate for veterans

only was 41.6 percent as of June 1973 cumpared to 47.2 percent for veterans

and servicemen. Since the base on which the participation rate is computed

is the veteran population, servicemen who have used the GI Bill and are

still in service are not included in the base. Thus. the resulting parti-

cipation rate is inflated. If the servicemen's participation rate were

computed on the basis of servicemen trained as compared to eligible service-

men, the rate would be very low.

A compromise solution which counts one half of the 289,000 in-service

trainees as veterans produces a participation rate of 43.8 percent. There

is no precise solution to the problem of developing an accurate participa-

tion rate. The 47.2 percent figure which includes servicemen is undoubtedly

too high. The 41.6 percent figure which excludes all servicemen is undoubt-

edly too low. The 43.8 percent figure may be the best indicator of the use of

educational assistance by veterans of the Vietnam era.

::1-167 0 - 7311
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As indicated earlier in the report in Chapter 5, the Vietnam and

Korean veteran is younger than the World War II veteran. Thus,a greater

proportion of Korean and Vietnam Era veterans entered the service at

an age when people tend to be pursuing their education than was the case in

World War II. 78.3 percent of Vietnam Era veterans and 83.4 percent of

Korean Conflict veterans were under 30 at time of separation as compared

61.2 percent of World War II veterans who were under 30. Therefore it is

more likely that the Korean or Vietnam Conflict veteran had his educational

plans interrupted by service in the Armed Forces. This is even more true

of the educationally disadvantaged who tends to be younger. According to

a recent Veterans Administration study, nearly a third (31.9 percent) of

veterans who had not finished high school dropped out to enter the! Armed

Forces.? While many of these young educationally disadvantaged may not have

continued their education even if they had not entered the service, their

need for education and training after discharge is acute.

In part because of their younger age Korean and Vietnam Era veterans

have fewer dependents than veterans of World War II. Only 38 percent of

World War II veterans had no dependents as compared to 45 percent for Korean

veterans and 48 percent for Vietnam veterans.3

Educational Levels

Analysis of educational levels of veterans and participation in GI Bill

programs has consistently shown that the higher the educational level of a

veteran at the time of separation from the service, the more likely a veteran

is to use his educational benefits (see Figures 12 and 13). Since the edu-

cational level of veterans as a or:4.ip has increased steadily from 1945 to
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the present as indicated earlier in Chapter 5. one might expect the parti-

cipation rate to be higher today than it was after World War II. This, how-

evef, has not yet occurred. Conversely, one may argue that since veterans

today have a much higher educational level at time of separation, they have

less need for post-service education. Figure 11 illustrates the dramatic

increase in college graduates among 25-29 year-old veterans. There has been

a 20 percent increase in the percentage of veterans in this age group with

four or more years of college. Veterans with four or more years of college

participate at a higher rate than those veterans with only four years of

high school. Thus, these highly educated veterans actually contribute to

increasing the overall participation rate rather than decreasing it. This

again points up the fact that those groups which could benefit most from

participation in post-service education participate the least (see Figures

12 & 13).

The educational level of the Nation has increased dramatically since

World War II. In 1945, 30.8 percent of high school graduates entered col-

lege; in 1970, 61.8 percent of high school graduates enrolled in college

(see Figure 14). While veterans use of the GI Bill for college study does not

comprise the total amount of college education veterans receive, the trend

shown in Figure 14 indicates that veterans use of the GI Bill for college

education is not keeping pace with the increasing enrollment in higher edu-

cation by the general population. A further indicator of the increase in the

importance of education in our society is the rise in the ratio of resident

degree-credit enrollments to the total population of the 18-24 year age

group. Between 1945 -46 and 1968-69 this index increased by 20 percent

while the participation rate for veterans in college increased by only 10

percent (see Figure 15).4
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Figure 16 points ()LP change in veteran enrollment as a percentage

of total college enrollment. Part of the decline in the ratio of veterans

to total students can be attributed to the increase of female enrollment

from 29 percent in 1947 to 35 percent in 1956 and 42 percent in 1971.5

Nevertheless, the major reason for this decline has been the smaller number

of discharges following the Korean and Vietnam conflicts.

Varying Patterns of Release from Service

The manner in which veterans were discharged during the three periods

also affects this ratio. Ten million World War II servicemen were dis-

charged during one year, Fiscal 1946 (see Table 51). This was a tremendous

number of veterans to absorb back into civilian life. This contrasts to the

slower steady rate of discharge for Korean Conflict and Vietnam Era veterans.

The sudden flood of veterans into the civilian population after World War II

may have caused them to enter training sooner after their discharge due to

the inability of the post-war economy to provide them with jobs.

Two years after the enactment of the World War II GI Bill, 87.7 percent

a' World War II veterans had been discharged. The comparable figure for

Korean Conflict veterans was 53.5 percent, and for Vietnam Era veterans it

was 35.5 percent.
6 This change in discharge rate undoubtedly contributed to

the lower participation rate during the early years of the current G. I. Bill.

However, today, seven years after the enactment of the present GI Bill, the

average time since separation for Vietnam Era veterans is 4 years, at a

point when the participation rate for veterans and servicemen fs 47.2 per-

cent. It should be remembered that
approximately 1.0 million had been sep-

arated up to two years prior to any benefits becoming available. In 1950

when the participation rate for World War II veterans was 47.0 percent,

the average time since separation was 3.8 years.7 Therefore,
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NGUtt 16

PERCENTAGE OF VETERAN ENROLLMENT OF TOTAL
STUDENTS IN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE COLLEGES

RAIL ac PRIVATE

WW

PM-IC PRIVATE

Koslow; Conflict

PUILIC PRIVATE

Vwfroast Era

Source: Educational Benefits Available for Returning Vietnam Era Veterans
Hearings before the Senate Veterans Affairs Committee March 23, 1973,
p. 506.
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Table 52: ESTIMATED NET SEPARATIONS TO CIVIL LIFE
FROM THE ARMED FORCES

FY 1945-1973

kIn thousands)

Fiscal
Year

Net
Separations

Fiscal
Year

Net
Separations

1945 874 1960 4e0

1946 10,239 1961 44

1947 1,713 1962 444

1948 594 1963 555
1949 315 1964 566
1930 234 1965 495

1951 240 1966 507

1952 675 1967 533
1953 1,098 1968 745
1954 946 1969 940

1955 1,098 1970 .1,012

1956
1957

723
586

1971

1972 850
975

1958 643 1973 604 a/

1959 506

610MIMPEIPII,

2/ Preliminary.

Source: Reports and Statistics Service, Veterans Administration
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participation rates for Vietnam Era veterans cannot be expected to rise much

higher if they follow the trends of previous eras (see Figure 17).

Comparison with Nonveterans

Figurel8 illustrates the gap between veterans' and general enrollment

in college today. The veterans' figures as indicated on the chart, refer

to only first-term Army veterans. However, this does not distort the picture

significantly since the Army has the smallest proportion of careerists and

includes most inductees and short-term enlistees wno might benefit most from

the "readjustment" benefits of the GI Bill.

Correspondingly, there has been an increase in enrollments in vocational

training between the late 1940's and the present.8 This increase in voca-

tional education combined with the increases in college education suggest

that participation rates should be substantially higher in the present pro-

gram than in the World War II veterans' education program.

Equality and Comparability of Participation Rates

An examination of the trends in education since 1945 combined with the

changes in the veteran population over this period s.Jggests that equality

of overall pa-. %ipation rates for the three GI Bills does not assure com-

parability. Given the increase in enrollments in postsecondary education

and the younger veteran of the Korean and Vietnam Conflicts, participation

rates for the latter two GI Bills should have been higher than the rates for

the World War II GI Bills if these veterans were to receive educational

opportunities comparable to those of nonveterans. A participation rate sub-

stantially higher than the World War II rate of 48 percent is necessary to

parallel the general increases in enrollment in postsecondary education.
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man II
1STTERM ARMY VETERANS ENROLLMENT IN COLLEGE BY RACE

AND EDUCATIONAL LEVEL AT SEPARATION COMPARED TO
NON-VETERAN HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES

62 0

14

High Schaaf Soot Came High Scheid Groduagy
%Homo

1OURC1: "Ilooffoo 2145floo I PolfSorvica Ciiiego loroll000f Asono Any firefToto loporatoof."
Itopotf N. MA 11.2 127f Office of Soorotory of Maims* meg Dl000t of idegefl000f Sliftstiu,
Iffiff Notf000f Cootor foe ligreotiowri gratisiles.
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Full-Time vs. Part-Time Training

Some of the problems in comparability of participation rates can

be reduced by confining the analysis to participation in full-time

education and training programs. Few servicemen train full-time, and

many of the abuses in the forties occurred in correspondence and voca-

tional schools which are not included in full-time participation rates.

Figure 19 illustrates the participation rates for the three GI Bills

according to full-time, part-time, and correspondence instruction. The

full-time participation rate for the World War II period was a full 9

percent higher than the rate for Vietnam Conflict veterans. Of those in

training under the World War II GI Bill, 64 percent trained full-time as

compared to 59 percent full-time trainees during the Korean GI Bill period,

and 52 percent of Vietnam Era trainees.
9

This may be due, in part, to

reduced usage in OJT and the current institutional farm program.

Since today's veteran is younger and has fewer dependents than

veterans of World War II, one might expect the Vietnam Era veteran to

participate more in full-time training; however, this is not the case.

While part-time education has increased in popularity and acceptance

since 1945, especially at the college level, this trend might be cited as

a reason to increase part-time training rather than decrease full-time

participation rates. Figure 19 shows a part-time rate for thz Vietnam Era

which is 2.3 percent lower than the World War II rate and 5.4 percent

below the Korean Conflict period rate. A comparison of veterans and non-

veterans in higher education today shows that veteran enrollments in

full-time schooling are below non-veterans. 68 percent of all students

attending institutions of higher learning are full-time students compared

to 65 percent of veterans."
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It may well be that costs, discussed in the succeeding section, are a

factor in participation in full-time training.

Enrollment Trends in Public vs. Private Institutions

As illustrated in Figure 20, veterans have been somewhat less likely

to attend private institutions of higher learnings than the general college-

going population. However, the gap has widened from a 1 percent differen-

tial during the post-Uorld War II period to 4 percent in the post-Korean

Conflict period, and 7 percent during the present time. As the costs of

private education have increased, veterans have been less able to afford

enrollment in private institutions than have nonveterans.

The veteran of World War II who received a tuition payment of up to

$500 could afford to attend private institutions in about equal proportions

as nonveterans. In 1949 only 11.7 percent of all institutional courses cost

more than $500 for an ordinary school year;11 83 percent of all universities

and colleges charged less than $500 in I949.1Z Today, the nean tuition

for private four-year institutions is $1,900.
13

The $1,980 total benefit

for the nine month school year for a single veteran today barely covers the

average tuition at private institutions.

Geographic Differences

Participation rates for all veterans in training vary greatly by state,

ranging from a low among the coterminous 48 states of 31.0 percent in

Vermont to a high of 55.3 percent for New Mexico (see Table 52). An analysis

of the availability of low cost, easily accessible institutions of higher

learning in each state reveals a strong relationship between participation

rates and the availability of such educational :,oportunities.

A high correlation (.83) was found between participation rates of

191
21-187 0 - 73 - 13
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'tan 20
PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL STUDENTS ENROLLED

IN PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING

%IMF Z Kaman Congoe Vieemue Ent

113331114 litoeseittool Deetitt /Looiloble tot tete,* lee Vietee it., Voteterst,
ileoelmos Itofoto the Scioto Voitmeat. Affairs' Committee Meta* 23, 133'2 0. 303
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Table 53: PARTICIPATION RATE FOR VIETNAM ERA VETERANS BY STATE
AND TYPE OF TRAINING

Cumulative through April 1973
TrAineee 1)

Veteran Percent ol_Veteran VmPUlm4icsti

Population Number Total 1HL na °Tr Ctorres. 2/

Total

A1abama
Al ...aka

Ar1:ons
Arkeosaa
CLlifcrnis.
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida
Oeorgra
Hawaii
Idaho
Illinois
Indians
Iowa
Kan* DJ

Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
mas,4.066setts
Michigan
Minnesota
Misoistippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
Nev Hat-pshire
flew Jersey
New :texico

New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklalipma

Ore gon

Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carat. la
South Dakota
Tnuvtgeftit
Texas
Utah
Vemont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Witt,!7:15l5

w:.-6=Ing

Out:lidt U.S. Total 2/

6,476,000

93,000
12,000
64,000

53,000
756,000
85,000
95,000
20,000
23,000
224,000
152,000

29.000
22,000

321,000
167,000
83,000
69,000
87.000
97,000
30,000

139,000
188.000
266,000
133,000
1.6,000

147,000
24,000

44.000
20,000
28,000

208,000
32 .000

478,000
142,000
15,000

336,000
91,000
81,000

357.000

80,000

1;:ggg
355.000

14,000
158,000
142.000

46,000
130,000
11.000

T5.000

2,965,967

41,780

3,685
34,457

21,600
384.600
40,572
34,422

6,511
12.413
96,567
61,653
13,952
10,460

122,243

55,338
11.949
30026
30,336
41,024

11,537
50.374

62,899
109.591
57,735

17,325
58.594
10:f99
21,40
6,800
9,375

66,488
17,692

180,478

59.792
9,579

114,157
39.702
35.396

132.166
12,31.2

33.132
8,205

49,307
149,139
17.223

4.336
54.760
67,331
18.428

55.771
6,952

24,001

46.11

44.9

30.7
53.8
40.8

50.9
47.7
36.2

32.6
54.o
43.1

40.6
48.1

47.5
39.0

33.1
38.5
44.0
34.9
42.3

38.5

36.2

33.5
41.2
43.4

37.7
39.9
45.0

48.8
34.0
33.5

32.0
55.3
37.8

42.1

6i.9
34.0
43.6
43.7
37.0

36.3
41.4

51..7

4I.4
42.0
43.1

31.0
'4.7
47.4
40.1

42.9

1.5.0

32.0

24.41

21.9
15.0

34.2
19.9

37.0
27.7
19.4

16.9
29.5
26.1
17.3
28.5
29.3
21.6
14.3
19.2
26.2
16.4
20.9
17.5
21.1
19.8
23.(

21.2

21.1
21.6
26.1

25.2
17.G
16.9

7.0
31.0
21.3
21.9
36.6

16.8
26.3
30.0
16.4
20.1
18.4
25.7
20.4
25.7
29.0
14.2
19.4
28.9
18.5
22.1
28.9
20.3

17.5%

19.4
10.5

13.8
16.3
10.6
16.4

10.3
9.6
18.4
13.2
19.6
12.2

14,5
12.8
14.8
15.9
15.2
15.5
16.4
14.5
11.0
9.9

13,5

16.5
12.5
14.3
13.0

16.3
13.5
10.1
11.0
20.T
10.5
13.5
20.7
13.5
14.5
10.5
15.7
12.3
17.8
21.1
16.9
13.8
11.5
9.5

10.7
15.2
15.7
16.0
11.5
10.4

4.2%

3.6

2.?

5.3
4.6

3.3
3.6

6.5

4.1

6.1
3.8

3.7

7.4

3.7
4.6
4.0
3.4

2.6
3,0
5.0

6.5
4.1

3.8
4.7

5.7
4.l
3.9

5.9

7.3
2.9
6.5
4.0
"J .6
6.7
6.7
6.6

3.7
2.5
3.2

1..9

3.9
5.2
4.9
L./

2.5
2.3
7.3
4.6

3.3
5.9
La
21.6

1.3

6.4,%

4.5

7 8

7.3
5.5
4 7

6.9
5.6

6.0

4.3
5.2

5.0

5.7
10.6
7.1

10.0
8.4

7.0
9.1

5.3
8,2

5.5
4.4

8.2
6.0
h.5

6.4

5.9
7.2

7.3
6.3
5.2
6.4
5.2
5.2

8.1

8.7
5.1

5.5
8.7
5.6
5.5
11.2
7.0
6.4

8.9
6.1

6.2
8.1

8.5

9.5
T.9

2.0

1/ Tatal include, 137.974 servicemen trainee*. Since these servicemen aro not distributed
,troportionately by state tney are omitted Ma 'tat* posparisona.

2/ /orrespondence trainee* ars already counted in In or ISCL, as appropriate.

V Ares includes Puerto Rico, U.0. pa ions and outlying areas, and foreign mi:tries.

Source: Information Bulletin 24-73-3, OVB, April 1973, Appendix Table 13
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states and the accessibility of "free-access" colleges as defined by Warren

Willingham in his book Free-Access Higher Education. A free-access college

is an institution which admits at least one-third of its freshmen from

the bottom half of their high school class and charges no more than $400

in annual tuition fees.
14

Undoubtedly. World War II participation rates for below-college-

level training were inflated due to abuses by correspondence and vocation-

al schools and enrollments in avocational courses. However, avocational

courses were not permitted after June 30, 1948, when 34 percent of World War

II trainees had not yet ertered training. The participation rate for

below-college-level training dropped only 5.7 percent from the World War

II period to the Korean Conflict period when these abuses had been

eliminated. Therefore, it appears that the World War II participation

rates for below-college-level training were inflated no more than 3 or 4

percent and the overall participation rate would have been affected much

less (see Table 54). Willingham has ranked each of the states according to

the oercentaqe of the population which lives within 45 minutes commuting

time of these colleges. The correlation of .83 between the state rankings .

on participation rates and the percentage of the population within commuting

distance of thes colleges suggests that veterans rely highly on this type

of institution for acquiring their higher education. A great portion of the

disparity in participation can be thus attributed to the availability of

low cast public education.

An even higher correlation (.91) was found between state per capita

expenditures on higher education and participation rates. This reinforces

the finding of the association between participation rates and availability

of "free-access schools". These two findings together provide strong

194
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evidence that veterans living in states that do not provide low cost, easily

accessible college education participate in the GI Bill less because they

caftnot meet the costs of education in their states. This is further rein-

forced by the fact that interstate migration of college students is declin-

ing rather than rising.

In the fall of 1968, 83 percent of students attended college in their

home state.15 Earlier surveys between 1931 and 1963 have shown a consistent

pattern of 80 to 81 percent of students studying in their own state16

This decrease in mobility may be attributed in part to the fact that many

public institutions have recently raised the fees they charge out-of-state

residents. Thus, the veteran who lives in a state which does not provide

low cost public college education cannot afford to attend an out-of-state

school which charges high tuition for non-residents.

Enrollment in Communittand Junior Colleges

As suggested by the correlation between participation rates and the

availability of "free-access" institutions of higher learning, veterans are

highly dependent on community and junior colleges for their college educa-

tion. Among all Vietnam Era veterans enrolled in institutions of higher

learning, 41 percent are attending two year institutions as compared to

28 percent of non-veterans enrolled in college in 1972.
17

The increasing costs of higher education today have drawn many students

to lower cost community and junior college. However, apparently due to the

veterans greater financial need, he has relied on these institutions for his

education to a much greater extent than the general college-going population.

Very little attention has been given to women veterans' use of their

GI Bill benefits, because they comprise a very small segment of the total

; 1.36
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veteran population. Data based on samples of the entire veteran population

do not provide statistically significant findings for women because there

are so few of them. The following table provides the best available estimates

for women veterans' use of the three GI Bills.

Table 55: COMPARISON OF WOMEN VETERANS' PARTICIPATION

WW II Korean Conflict Vietnam Era*

Total Women Vets 332,000 80,000 91,000

Trainees 132,000 20.300 24,400

Participation Rate 39.8% 25.3% 26.8%

*Cumulative to April, 1973

Source: Compiled from estimated figures provided by the OTrice of

Research and Statistics, and Reports and Statistic Service, DVS

Participation rates for women veterans have always been lower than

those for men. Although women in general have increased their use of post-

secondary education, women veterans have not kept pace with this increase."

A recent survey of veterans who had been back in civilian life for 7

to 14 months during the period April 71 through June 1972 found that women

veterans in the survey participated much less than male veterans.18 The

participation rate for women was 17.4 percent compared to 30.2 percent for

males. However, an earlier study of the same type found women veterans

participating at a higher rate than men -- 36.1 percent compared to 32.7

percent.19 Another survey group within this study found women participating

less than men. This survey group produced rates of 24.6 percent for men and

15.3 percent for women. These differences may be due to the fact that women

197
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may tend to use their educational benefits at a later time after separation.

More data are needed before any firm conclusions can be reached.
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Chapter 9

NM-DEGREE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS

Comparabiliti and adequacy of benefits for the veteran pursuing

an education at an nstitution of higher learning have already been

discussed. This chapter discusses educational assistance in non-degree

programs as well as remedial and otner new programs made available to

Vietnam Era veterans.

DIFFERENTIAL TREATMEVT OF VOCATrOIVAL/TFMVICAL TRAINING

In the immediate postwar years, Congress and the Veterans Ad-

ministration were confronted with an unprecedented number of institutions

and students using their entitlement for education and training in

programs below the college level. On October 31. 1949, there were

800,000 veterans enrolled in approved institutions below the college

level, 7,423 (16 percent) of which had been established after June 22,

1944.1 As a response to abuses by profit-making institutions, it was

necessary to clarify and define existing laws and add lenislation to

respond to these students and their educational situation.

Today, 23 years later, several of the policies designed to respond

to this specific educational situation are still in effect. As a

result, current policies frequently constitute differential treatment

of students pursuing college degrees and students involved in other

forms of postsecondary educational programs. Credit hour vs. clock hour

policies, change of course requirements, certification of attendance

requirements and "IHL" vs. "BCL" terminology are some of the policy

1.99
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areas in which the differential treatment can he most clearly seen.

nook Hour vo. Grod4' c..r Pot Loy

P.L. 346 provided for the Administrator to pay to the institution

for each person enrolled in a full-time or part-time course of education

or training the customary cost of tuition, fees. books, supplies and

equipment, not to exceed $500. However, the law did not define what a

"full-time course" was; it was up to the Administrator to define this

and issue regulations to that ,,?ffect.

"A full time course in collegiate institutions which uses
a standard unit of cre4ft,..is defined as a minimum of
twelve standard semester hours of credit for a semester or
their equivalent... A full-time course in all other schools,
including high schools, is defined as 25 or more clock hours
of required attendance per week."2

P.L. 610. approved in 1950, incorporated this definition and expanded it

to define an institutional trade or technical course which

"...offered on a clock-hour basis below the college level
involving shop practice as an integral part thereof, shall
be considered a full time course when a minimum of 31 hours
per week of attendance is required..."3

Today, in Title 38, U.S. Code, these same definitions are still in effect.

although a 14 hour credit rule may be defined as a full-time course if

there is no 12 hour credit rule within the institution as its own

definition of a full-time course.4 There are three distinct categories

here:

1. An institutional undergraduate course
2. A trade or technical course where shop practice is involved
3. An institutional non - degree course in which theoretical

classroom instruction predominates.

Poo
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Each category warrants separate discussion to fully explain the

different policies that students face in each situation.

An Institutional Undergraduate Course. When a veteran enrolls in a

college or university in a degree-granting prooram, he must take the

minimum of 12 semester hours of credit per week. This fioure is based

on the assumption that for every hour in class, 2 hours of study arr

required outside of class, or that 36 hours (minimum) will be spent

on schoolwork a week.5

A Trade or Technical Course Where Shop Practice is Involved. This

usually refers to courses which lead to diplomas or certificates, but

not degrees. These courses today are offered at trade or vocational

schools, at well as community and/or junior colleges. Thirty hours of

class are required, or 30 "clock-hours." This concept of vocational

education is derived from the Smith-Hughes Act of 1917, which referred

to a course in which the student spent 30 hours per week in the same

shop with the same instructor. 6 However, this situation has changed,

most noticeably in community colleges. For example, according to testimony

presented to a Congressional committee in 1973

"...in Morth Carolina, an ordinary full-time load for non-
veterans In vocational courses leading to a certificate

consists of 15 clock-hours a week in "hands on" shop training

equated by the institution to 5 credit hours and an additional

12 contact hours in academic classes on camptirfOr which

extensive preparationis ordinarily required...
Under the present system of measurement, therefore, the

average student veteran in Morth Carolina would be enroIria

in 12 credit ours/contact hours of academic work, (requiring

24 hours of classroom preparation) plus an additional 15 contact

hours of shop courses -- a grand total of approximately 51 hours

spent in the pursuit of his education -- and he would still be

considered lacking three contact hours by the VA to be considered

a furl -trine student." /

201
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obviously. the student pursuing a vocational education 'mist spend many

more hours in pursuit of his edu,:ation than a student in a denree-

granting pronram, while this is further increased for the veteran, if

he wants to receive his full month'y Allowance.

Technical Courses This type of course leads to a certificate or a

diploma. and requires 25 hours of classroom attendance per week.8

,Thile it is true that
many technical programs are taught at schools

designed specifically Air that purpose, which may find it acceptable to

count courses by clock hours, other courses are taught at community

and junior colleges and this is the same type of situation faced by

the vocational students. Trey also take academic courses, yet are

required to use the clock hour system of measurement.9

Policies pertaining to an educational situation of 23 years ago

are still in effect today,
evert though educations, whether leading to

a degree or vocational/technical education, has undergone tremendous

changes. However, this difference in credit hour -clock hour policies.

enabling students who are pursuing degree-granting oronrams to spend

less time in class, also enables them to pursue pert-ime jobs. Students

following certificate programs must spend more hours in class and in

classroom preparation and thus have less time to seek part-time jobs .1i)

Attendance Pr000duros

The 14orld Ur II bill did not Put into law any attendance require-

ments; this led to a situation
where veterans could enroll in a course.

and receive benefits, while not attending class. A 1951 Report from
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the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs states:

"There is, at the present time, no adequate control of veterans'
attendance at educational institutions. Many schools have no

standard attendance or absence policy, and it is not. therefore,

possible to accept or enforce even the policy of the institution."11

This situation was remedied under the Korean Conflict legislation. An

attendance procedure was initiated where:

"lo education and training allowance shall be paid to an eligible

veteran for any period until the Administrator shall have received

from an eligible veteran
a) in the caSe.of an eligible veteran enrolled in an

institutional course which leads to a standard college

degree or a course of institutional on-farm training,

a certification that he was actually enrolled in and

pursuing the course as approved by the Administrator, or
b) in the case of an eligible veteran enrolled in an

institutional course which times not lead to a standard
college degree or a course of apprentice or other
training on the job, a certification as to actual
attendance during such period..." 1Z

Here, a certification was required from students every month; students

pursuing standard college degree courses, certified that they were still

enrolled, while from other students an actual certification of attendance

was required, signed by the students and verified by the educational

institution, 13

The 1966 Veterans' Benefits legislation followed this same policy.

A veteran enrolled in a course which did not lead to a college degree

had to certify his attendance (actually, the number of absences was to

be counted). But this policy channed to a

"...policy which permits monthly payment to be made to students

enrolled in Institutions of Higher Learning (IHL) on a regular

recureinn basis without a monthly Certificate of Attendance (C/A).

Prior to May. 1967, monthly C/A's were required from all students

receiving educational assistance allowances under the provision

of Pl. 84-358 [June. 19661. Monthly payments were not made until

C/A's had been received... A re-reading of the law revealed that

it did not require monthly WA's In 1Ht cases, and the was

made accordingly, iFounh the old procedure is stir in effect for

gi1O7-511-toe level (RCL) students." 14 (Emphasis added)

ms.'703
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VA Regulations, Sectinn 14211, clearly state that "schools which

have veterans or oliniole persons enrolled in courses which lead to a

standard collene denree are not required to submit monthly certification

for students enrolled in such courses.' 15 The law and the Denulations

which interpret the law clearly differentiate between veterans pursuing

a college denree and other veterans, A veteran in a coIlene-denree

program certifies once a year or term as to his attendance and sends the

form back to the VA. Veterans ; APPdiorEe-grantinn programs must fill

out attendance cards once a month, certifying their absences: have the

cards verified and signed by the registrar of the institution or Person

in charge of veterans' affairs, and then send the Certification of

Attendance cards back to the VA.16 It is certainly understandable why

this policy was changed for veterans in deoree-cranting programs: most

schools, particularly large universities, do not use attendance procedures

In their classes and it creates undue hardship and unnecessary paper-

work for the veteran, instructor, and college. with respect to this

change, a VA Management Ennineerino Study was undertaken in 1471 to

determine the causes of overpayments and it found:

'Pt trainees created roughly 11 overpayments per 111, While
BCL trainees created 6 per 111 ... the logical inference.
therefore, must remain that the elimination of monthly C/A's
for Irk trainees has been an important factor in increasing
educational overpayments...

lonetheless, the channe was and is desirable from a common
sense, improved service And reduced workload point of view...
The problem of educational overpayments...will not be solved
by eeercontrol. Much of what VA requires...in the realm of
policing of attendance, choice of course...is out of step
with the present day practice and thinking of students and
educational institutions..." 17
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The Certification of Attendance policy imposes on all veterans who are

not pursuing a college degree a requirement that assumes this is still

a policy in noncolleoiate settings, while this may not be true at all.

Veterans pursuing a certificate or diploma and attendino colleges or

institutions must abide by regulations that are not imposed on other

veterans attending the same institution.

Change of'Couree Policy

P.L. 346, the World War II GI Rill of Rights, provided that a

veteran was entitled to a course of education and training of his

choice; he could change a course of instruction for reasons that were

satisfactory to the Administrator. Large numbers of course chanties

took place in 1947, but it was not until 1949 when more than half a

million changes took place that this became a matter of concern.

Fiscal Year Number of Chnnnes

1445
511

1946 26,111

1947 247,111

1948 455,111

1949
546 101

Source! Rradley Comission, Staff Report TX (RI, p. 66

As a result, Congress enacted P.L. 61) in 195l, amending the original

law and defining the conditions under which a course could he disapproved

as well as the policy on course changes.

Courses that were defined as avocational or recreational were

disapproved. The Administrator was given authority to deny the change

Aai"05
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of course if he found that it was not in the ssme oeneral field as the

veteran's original educational nr occupational objective and that the

veteran had already made one change from one nennral field to another.

He could also require guidance where a veteran had made one change from

one general field to another.14

The Korean Conflict hill for veterans' benefits incorporated these

provisions and added that eligible veterans (except those who had not

made satisfactory pronress) were entitled to one change of prnnram.

These provisions were enacted to prevent a veteran from taking ccurses

primarily to collect educational benefits, and from frequent changes of

educational objectives."

(hider the current nt Rill, an eligible veteran may make one optional

program change; additional changes must be approved by the administrator.

To response to a question about counseling, a VA spokesman replied?

"Counseling is provided on a required basis if a veteran
requests re-entrance or a change of program after making
unsatisfactory progress in his training program. Counseling
is also required for a veteran's second or any subsequent
change of program.'20

These regulations require veterans to consult with vocational counselors

before changes of program can be approved. enwever, how a change of

program is defined differs for veterans whose objective is a college

degree.

VA regulations require that the certification of enrollment must

clearly specify the program objective. 21 A veteran whose stated oh-

jective is a "college deoree" may change his major several times as
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login as the degree does not change. A change is cnunted only when

there would be a loss in credits and if it requires an extension of

time for completing a new program. Students not in denree-nranting

pronrams must state their "job objective," such as electrician; if

they desire to no into another area, this would he considered a champ

of course. Even if a veteran chnnses to no into another course closely

connected with his first course (unless the first course is a prerequisite

to or required for entrance into the second), then it is still a change

of course.
22 Not only is the college veteran permitted to put " college

degree" as his program objective, but he is then ahle to channe Prwiremq,

Such as from Sociolony to Political Science, without having to report

this as a program change.

In vs. BCL Terminolorm

Throughout legislation and VA renulatinns, the terms RCI. (Below

relieve Level) and THL (Institutions of Higher Learninn) are used.

These term appear in the original III Rill and have become standard

usage with reference to educational level of benefits. The terms are

inaccurate because they promote confusion with respect to students who

are pursuing diploma or certificate programs within an "Institution of

Higher Learning." "ReL" gives a negative connotation to anv education

or traininn that is not aimed at a collect, denree. It conforms to the

American usage of "Higher Education" and deduces from this the somewhat

pejorative term "RCL." A VA Renional Iffice Education liaison, when

asked if he had ever received any complaints about this terminoloev,

responded that he had once been approached during a reainnal meeting of

31-137 0 73 - 14
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schools in his area by a student who voiced his objection to the

terminology used by the VA and felt that the term "Selow Colleoe lever

was degrading and demeaning.23 The terminology may be unimportant.

but it is perhaps within this framework that policies that give prefer-

ential treatment to students in "Institutions of Hinher Learning" have

developed.

Effects of Theca Policia',

One effect of these differential policies may be that veterans

choose degree-granting programs rather than vocational or technical

programs, even if their interest is in the latter form of education.

One way to determine whether or not this has happened is to look at the

number of veterans trained, and the types of traininn over the three

GI Bill periods.

Comparisons of Veterans by Type of Training

World War II Korean rnnflict Vietnam Era
Nutter Percent Number Percent lumliii.7--FiTcent

College 2.23G,101 28.6 1,2130(10 511.7 1,505.248 56.9

Below College* 3,480,100 44.6 1,573.849 36.0 861.664 12.6

* This figure includes flight training

Source: Information Bulletin 24-73-3. April 1973, gyR

This table clearly shows that throughout the three GI Rill periods.

the percentage of veterans that went to college has steadily increased

(almost doubled) while the percentage of veterans in "Below College"

training has steadily decreased. These figures must be seen in the

light of several factors:

208
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1. There has been a steadily increasing student enrollment in

vocational and technical education throughout the country. Tn 1945,

enrollments in vocational education were 2.n12.911 with a postsecon4ary

vocational and trade school enrollment of 445,11n. In 1972, the enroll-

ment in vocational education is 11.617.144 with a postsecnndary enroll-

ment of 1.3n4.921 or 11.2 percent of the total.24

2. There has been an increased emphasis on vocational education

through Federal legislation. With the passage of the Vocational Education

Act of 1961. money was made available to schools to "...prepare individual

for gainful employment in occupations except those requirino 4 or more

years of education." 25 In the 1969 Vocational Education Amendments

further expanded the program with an emphasis on programs directed

towards the socially and economically disadvantaiwi. Student loan programs

were opened up to students in vocational programs. where this money had

been available to students only for Higher Education before. Fnr instance.

the Guaranteed/Federally Insured Student Loan Program

"...provides student with the opportunity to borrow money flr

higher education or vocational training in post-secondary
schools that offer buii pess. trade aria-lechnical or other

vocational training." 2t

Other programs, such as the Rasic Educational Opportunity Grant Program.

the nirect Student Loan Program. and the Collene Work-Study Program are

also available to vocational students.

3. The development of vocaticnal traininn prnnrams by the U.S.

Office of Education and the nepartment of Labor, such as the Manpower

nevelopment and Training Act prngrams, and the Vocational, Occupational

and Technical Education (VOTE) programs. (Discussed at length in Chapter 7.)
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4. Labor Projectinns and Occupational Heeds. Russell Flanders.

Chief of the Division of Manpower and Occupational NUtlook, the %real;

of Labor Statistics, predicts that "...RI percent or more of all jobs

will require fewer than 4 years of college by IgRO."27 In other words,

20 percent or less of the jobs will require a college degree by 19sn.

Yet, over SO percent of veterans in training are enrolled in colleges

and universities, pursuing degrees, while slightly over 30 percent of

veterans in training are in postsecondary educational programs not leading

to a standard college degree.

Thus, at a time when there is increased emphasis through legislation,

governmental programs and job needs on vocational and technical education

and training, there is differential treatment accorded to veterans who

wish to pursue vocational/technical education which might very well be

keepting veterans away from vocational education. This is not to imply

that fewer veterans should go to college or that the VA should try to

influence personal decisions. It is rather to suggest that existing

statutes and regulations make it less attractive for veterans to pursue

a vocational/technical prooram of education.

210
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Correspondence Training by Veterans -- Use and Abuses

Veteran training through correspondence study has been subject to

several types of problems throughout the three Conflict periods. Some pro-

gress has been made in reducing abuses, but since veteran participution in

this type of training has increased in recent years, the problems whicn

remain call for careful scrutiny and effective safeguards.

This chapter does not attempt to evaluate the educational quality or

social value of correspondence education in the United States. Its focus

is limited to a consideration of the development of safeguards in the pro-

gram, and problems which persist in the area of veteran training by

correspondence.

Jfajor Prrsi,;('ms and Legi.olatfoc Cpafesi4;rdi;

The original GI Bill (P.L. 346) in 1944 made no specific reference to

correspondence schools. The absence of express authorization by law appar-

ently led to some confusion as to whether a correspondence school was

considered as coming under the legal provision concerning "education and

training institutions." On November 21, 1944 the Administrator rendered

the VA position on the issue (Administrator's Decision No. 606). The

essence of the decision was that a veteran could enroll and receive benefits

for correspondence training only if the school was a residence schoo1.28

While there is no explicit documentation on the point, it seems clear

that there was an initial reluctance on the part of the VA to become involved

in the correspondence area, especially in the absence of express congres-

sional authorization of that particular type of training.
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In 1945, Congress provided that a veteran could enroll in a correspon-

dence course if the course had been approved by the State Approving Agency

of the state in which the school's home office was situated. The relevant

criteria for authorized veteran enrollment thereby changed from the school

being residential to the course being approved. P.L. 268 provided that

the maximum rate to be paid by the VA for any correspondence course was

$500, that an enrolled veteran would be entitled to no subsistence allow-

ance for correspondence course study, and that one-fourth of the time anent

in pursuit of such a course would be charged against the veterans entitlement.

The Bradley Commission recounts the problems which emerged early in the

World War II period:

"...many State departments of education were not adequately
staffed in 1944 to perform the regular functions assigned to
them by State law, not to mention the new functions assigned
to them by P.L. 346. Furthermore, standards for the approval
of institutions and establishments varied widely in 1944 and
in some States were practically nonexistent. While the need
for general standards was recognized, legislation providing
standards was not enacted until the problems had approached
the scandal stage." 29

Directly related to the absence of uniform standards, the lack of funds,

and the inadequate performance of the State Approving Agencies, a major

problem developed in the form of "fly-by-night" schools. "Almost overnight

hundreds of new schools mushroomed into existence. Most of them were profit

ventures exclusively." 30

P.L. 346 permitted an eligible veteran to pursue any approved course

without requiring a determination of a vocational objective. In the World

War II period, veterans pursued types of courses which ...elated to no apparent

objective that was considered legitimate, such as personality development and

bartending. Further, changes in course were common -- and widespread:

lOwLioNif
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More than 1,300,000 changes of course prior to August 1, 1949;
82 percent of these involved a change in training facility.
These changes involved...approximately 18 41prcent of all veterans
who had entered training by that time..." -"

In 1950, Congress passed d second major legislative package which had

an impact on training by correspondence. The law, P.L. 610, was intended

to solve the problems noted above by providing that the State Approving

Agencies would be reimbursed for their work of inspecting and approving

courses and schools, and by prohibiting the pursuit of avocational and

recreational courses by veterans.

In 1952. the Korean GI Bill (P.L. 550) retained the provisions of

earlier amendments and further provided that no course offered by a private

proprietary school was authorized for veteran enrollment unless the school

had been in existence for two years prior to approval and at least 15 per-

cent of the enrollees were nonveterans. These provisions were intended to

eliminate abuses by "fly-by-night" schools which had sprung up for the

purpose of receiving federal funds through enr,,Iling veterans.

The Vietnam GI Bill (P.L. 358) made no significant revision as to

correspondence training by veterans. but by its terms. servicemen became

eligible for correspondence training benefits for the first time.

The 1972 amendments. P.L. 54D, contained a number of significant

safeguards for the correspondence training area.

The "90 Percent Reimbursement" Rule. P.L. 540 provided that after

December 31. 1972. correspondence enrollees were responsible for payment

of 10 percent of the cost of their course. This change from the traditional

"full cost payment" appears to have been intended to give the

veteran "a financial stake" in his training, and to discourage "frivolous

use of entitlement for correspondence courses." In addition,

'1.3
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"...because the veteran's entitlement is (now) reduced by one
month for each $220 paid to him by the VA, his aggregate eaitle-
ment is reduced when he pursues a correspondence course." 34

Prior to the 1972 law, refund policies varied among correspondence

schools. Some schools had "pro rata" policies, with refunds based on number

or percent of lessons completed. But many schools employed a "time based"

policy by which refunds were computed by time elapsed after enrollment,

regardless of number of lessons completed.

Since the VA reimbursed a veteran enrolled in correspondence training

only for lessons completed, veterans must invest their money in advance.

The 1972 GAO study, concluded that veterans and servicemen who dropped out

of correspondence courses incurred an average loss of $180, that veterans

had to request a refund before getting it, and that 31 percent of veterans

were not aware of this and did not know they would receive no reimbursement

from the VA for uncompleted courses. 33

Responding to these problems, the 1972 amendments provide that there

must be a "prominent display" of the refund policy on the enrollment agree-

ment, that refund policies must be pro rata, based on number of lessons

completed rather than on time elapsed since enrollment.

"The law provides that a contract to enroll in a home study course
must be affirmed by the student more than 10 days from the date
the contract was signed. No payments of educational assistance
allowance will be authorized by the VA for lessions serviced by
the school prior to the date of affirmation of such request."

(Instruction to the veteran on "Application for Program of
Education or Training")

This "10 day cooling off period" provided in the 1972 law is intended to

guard the uninformed veteran against "high-pressure" sales tactics by corres-

pondence schools. It was also intended to guard against potential abuses in

the situation where schools require students to sign contracts specifying

214
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that the student will pay for the cost of the course at the time of enroll-

ment or on an installment basis.

It is clear that, since the World War II period, there has been a

progressive "tightening" of the law with regard to veteran training by

correspondence. While progress has been made toward reducing abuses by

legislative safeguards, some problems remain which warrant additional scrutiny

by the VA.

Sane avnaining Prablama

The functioning of State Approving Agencies and their contractual

relationship with the VA do not appear to provide for any systematic assur-

ance of the educational quality of the correspondence courses.

Fraudulent and misleading advertising by correspondence schools remains

a cause of concern, although the problem seems to be less flagrant and less

common due to progressive legislation ani action by the Federal Trade

Commission.

Representatives of the National Home Study Council. a voluntary

membership private accrediting agency, insist that, while this is the major

abuse in the home study industry, it exists only with nonaccredited schools --

some of which still offer SAA-approved courses.

There is evidence that among private profit making home study schools

in 1968, the mean percentage of budget expenditures for promotional effort --

advertising literature and sales representatives -- was 43 percent; while

the mean percentage of budget expenditure for "instructional cost" -- course

development, revision and servicing -- was only 22.8 percent.34This illus-

trates the emphasis on sophisticated sales techniques in many correspondence

schools.
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Partioipation

In terms of the total veteran population and veteran participation in

all types of training under the GI Bills, training by correspondence has

not been a major percentage significance.

Table 56: PERCENTAGE OF ELIGIBLE VETERANS WHO HAVE TRAINED BY CORRESPONDENCE

Period - World War II Korean Vietnam

Percent- 4.9 1.5 6.4

Source: Compiled from material provided by the
Office of Research and Statistics, DVB;
and DVB Information Bulletin 24-73-3,
April 1973

Table 57: VETERANS TRAINING BY CORRESPONDENCE AS PERCENT OF VETERANS IN
ALL TYPES OF TRAINING

Period - World War II Korean Post- Korean1" Vietnam

Percent- 10 4 25.9 15.8

Source: Compiled from material provided by the Office of Research
and Statistics, DO; and DVB Information Bulletin 24-73-3,
April 1973. Those who served between conflicts.

Veteran training by correspondence has always been concentrated in

schools "below college lever A 1972 VA document, "Training by Correspon-

dence Under the G.I. Bill: An In-Depth Analysis," concludes that 99 percent

of correspondence training of veterans is in "BC1.'s."

Veteran participation in correspondence training has increased dram-

atically in the past Ct, years under the Vietnam Era GI Bill (see Figure 2).

The VA made this statement on August 1. 1973:

"During the period July 1, 1968 to date 5368,684,016 was spent
on correspondence benefits with 5300,366.734 for veterans and
$68,317,262 for servicemen. There were 900,308 trainees
(704,176 veterans and 196,132 servicemen)."
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It is of major importance that since the 1966 GI Bill (P.L. 358) service-

men have participated in correspondence training programs. This has

increased the importance of the benefit program.

Further evidence of the scope of the program is illustrated in Tatle 58

which indicates that of the schools to which the VA paid annual reporting

fees ($3 for each veteran enrolled at the school) the twelve schools with

the most veterans enrolled, and to whom the largest fees were paid, were

schools with the major part or all of their enrollments participating in

correspondence courses. Each of the twelve was a private profit-seeking

school.

amploti.,n of Correepondenee t'ouraes

It appears that the VA does not, and has never, systematically collected

data on the competion rates of veterans enrolled in correspondence training.

And correspondence schools apparently do not differentiate veterans from

nonveterans in their record keeping. Therefore, no comparison of completion

rates over the three Conflict periods can be made. There is evidence, how-

ever, that veteran completion rates in this type of training have always

been low.

Of the 286,000 veterans who were no longer in training as of
October 31, 1949, and whose last training was by correspondence.
only 30.600 or 10.7 percent had completed the correspondence
course which they had elected." 35

A study of the prob'iem of low completion rates was conducted by the General

Accounting Office, and its reporteof March. 1972 charged that:

"...of the 212,000 veterans no longer receiving educational
assistance payments at June 30, 1970, 52,000 completed their
correspondence courses and 160,000 -- about 75 percent -- did not.35
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Table 58: SCHOOLS WITH LARGEST ENROLLMENTS OF VA BENEFICIARIES
1972

No. of Students

1. Advance Schools Lc., C"cago* 51,114

2. Commercial Trades Institute, Chicago* 34,880

3. Bell and Howell Schools. Chicago 33,798

4. LaSalle Extension University, Chicago* 23,346

5. Cleveland Institute of Electronics, Cleveland* 16,618

6. National Technical Schools, Los Angeles* 13.747

7. Universal Training Service 13C., Mimi* 9,806

8. Capitol Radio Engineering Institute, Washington. DC* 8,564

9. National Radio Institute, Washington, DC* 7,901

10. Elba Corporation, Denver* 6.281

11. Bell and Howell Schools, Inc. Home Study. Chicago* 5,493

12. International Accountants Society. Chicago* 5.477

13. University of Maryland. College Park 4,381

14. California State University, Long Beach 4,185

15. University of Washington, Seattle 4,063

16. California State University, San Diego 3,861

17. University of Minnesota, Minneapolis 3,729

18. California State University, San Jose 3,558

19. Northeastern University, Boston 3.494

20. California State University, Los Angeles 3,472

21. California State University, Sacramento 3,384

*Major portion or all of enrollment participating in correspondence
courses.

Source: VA. unpublished data. 1973.

9
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A question which is related to the problem of low completion rates is

the question of VA counseling and guidance fur veterans enrolling in corres-

pondence training. Only 2.8 percent of veterans who entered correspondence

training had received counseling under P.L. 550 during the Korean Conflict

period.37 The 1972 GAO study stated:

"VA's policy is to provide educational and vocational guidance to
all veterans who request it. Our review showed, however, that
very fPw of the veterans enrolled in correspondence,courses --
about 1 percent -- had received such assistance."in

Since the 1972 amendments to the GI Bill, the VA has included on its

forms for applications by veterans the following instruction:

"Home Study Courses: If you are considering enrolling in a home
study course or a combination correspondence-residence course.
be sure the field is suitable to your abilities and interests
before you sign a contract with a school. Information is avail-
able at your nearest USVAC or VA Regional Office. VA counseling
is avail.itle to you upon request. You may wish to further con-
sider your decision to get help from a VA counselor before
signing a contract which may require you to pay for all or the
majority of the course even though you complete only a portion
of it."

(Application for Program of Education or Training, Form 27-1990)

While VA appears to be concerned with informing and cautioning veterans on

certain aspects of correspondence study. there are no available data to,sug-

gest that more enrollees are receiving counseling than was indicated by the

GAO study in 1972.

There are two unresolved questions which warrant careful attention by

the VA. First, to what extent does a correspondence trainee benefit from

partial completion of a course?

In 1956, the Bradley Commission took the view that "the low rate of

completion suggests that many of the courses taken were of little subse-

quent use to the veterans."39 This view was apparently buttressed by a 1955

240
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Bureau of Census Survey which found that one half of those surveyed who had

trained b, correspondence indicated that they used that training "not at

all in subsequent employment 40 There is apparently no study winch gives

a comparable indication for the current period, and there seems to be no

evidence suggesting any improvement.

Representatives of this home-study field argue, however, that students

take correspondence courses for a variety of reasons, and that many students

fulfill their goals after completing only a portion of the course, and

thereby benefit.

A second unresolved question in the issue of low veteran completion

rates in correspondence training is the "cost-effectiveness" of the corres-

pondence training program. A 1972 document of the Department of Veteran

Benefits suggests that low completion rates in many courses implies the

question of cost-benefits of the program:

"Another cost consideration is that courses with low completion
rates significantly increase the effective cost per course
completion.. 7or those not completing the course, it might be
assumed that the benefit was marginal. Therefore, the costs of
students not completing the course must be added to the cost of
these completing the course to give a true appraisal of the

cost /benefits of the course. The effect of a low completion rate
can double or triple the effective c^st per student completing

the course."41

The VA seems to have undertaken no investigation of the actual benefits

of correspondence training to veterans. and has apparently not systematically

evaluated its policy in this area. The problems do warrant close attention,

however, since veteran participation continues to increase.

221
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On-The-Job Training

The original GI Bill provided on-the-job training based on the

principle of learning a trade by performing the necessary job operations.

There are two major divisions of on-the-job training: apprenticeship

and non-apprenticeship.

1) Apprenticeship training is based

"...on voluntary acceptance by both employers and
employees of an organized plan for training apprentices
to become skilled workers in a particular trade or
industry ... such training has been ably supervised
by apprenticeship agencies, labor-management organiza-
tions and other groups." 42

Apprenticeship standards are usually put into a written agreement, out-

lining the wage scale, length of apprenticeship, working conditions,

etc. When apprenticeship is completed, the man is guaranteed a journey-

man's wages.

2) Non-apprenticeship training provides training for one particular
Job, which is oot reccanized as apprenticeable, but which will,
with reasonable certainty t result in job placement upon cOm-
pletion of the training.0

This form of training became quite popular after World War II and

the number of veterans who participated at one point surpassed all other

educational programs.

Table 59: ANNUAL AVERAGE NUMBER OF VETERANS IN TRAINING ON THE JOB
UNDER PUBLIC LAW 346, FY1945-55

1951
1946 90,400 1952 93,690
1947 566,300 1953 42,100
1948 520,400 1954 14,200
1949 378,700 1955 3,600
1950 263,200

This program maintained a high level of trainees through the years 1947,
1948. and 1949. This was in large part due to the fact that the programs
of training were in many cases set up for 2 and 4 years.
source: Bradley -Commission, Staff Report IX, (I), p. 43

04
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Problem and Solutions

There were several inherent difficulties with on-the-job training.

The 1946 legislation did not set any formal standards for non-apprentice-

ship training, which resulted in a lack of uniformity between the states

with respect to wage scales, length and adequacy of courses in relation

to vocational objectives. Nor was a statutory limitation imposed on

the amount of money a veteran could receive as compensation plus subsistence.

This led inevitably to abuses which were aggravated by a lack of personnel

to inspect and supervise training establishments 4 Some of these abuses

were:

1) Veterans were training for jobs in which they were already
proficient.

2) Tra4ning did not coincide with job objectives.

3) State coordinators were reimbursed for inspection of
establishments where no veterans were enrolled

4) Employees' wages were set at low levels to maximize
subsistence allowances and increase profits for employers.45

P.L. 679, aprroved in 1947, was designed to remedy this situation. On

the recommendations of the VA, the law authorized reimbursement to the

States for expenses incurred for inspection and supervision of training

establishments, the establishment of standards, and the establishment

of limitations on the combined total income plus subsistence per month."

In 1952. P.L. 550 imposed regulations with regard to standards of

approval, ceiling limitations and reductions in wages at established

intervals. These two laws he17ed to check abuses, but consequently reduced

the participation of veterans in on-the-job training programs by making

223
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the program less attractive.

On-the-job training programs were seen as worthwhile and popular

programs, although wasteful.47 In an effort to ascertain the effectiveness

of this program, a national survey was conducted by the National Association

of State Approval Agencies in 1950 which found that of 29,055 trainees,

12,580 were still employed by the firms who had trained them. The Rredley

Commission reports that

"It is reasonable to assume that a substantial number
of the veterans which have lost contact with their
trainer, are employed in a job for which they were
trained and that more than 65% of them have achieved
tne employment objective. This figure is considered
highly satisfactory in light of the normal results of
established educational proorams."48

A 1955 survey by the Bureau of the Census reported that "...Half of the

job trainees...find their GI training indispensable."49

The Current Program

A comparison of participation rates between the three GI Bill

programs indicates that as of April 1973, there were 4.2 percent pf

Vietnam rrA veterans participating in training. This is a considerable

red lion from World War II on-the-job training programs with a 9.1 per-

cent participation rate, yet slightly higher than the Korean Conflict

level of 4.0 percent.50

The 1973 figure represents an increase over the previous two years,

which were 3.3 percent (December 1971) and 3.9 percent (November 1972),

respectively.51 The gradual increase in participation rates for veterans

over the last few years may be attributable to two factors:
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1) The on-the-job training outreach program has increased its
efforts to encourage employers to offer training positions
to Vietnam Era veterans. From July 1971 to February 1973,
124,193 new on-the-job training positions were opened at
35,257 establishments.52 The VA works in conjunction with
the nepartment of Lector in this effort. Standards are
established by the Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training
in the Department of Labor, and these standards are referred
to the State Approving agencies, which then approve establish-
ments for training for veterans.

2) Legislation has also been oriented towards improving the
benefits available to veterans in on-the-job training
programs. Unlike the legislation for the World War II
veteran, there is no wage ceiling so that veterans can
press for higher wages. In an effort to insure assistance
to veterans, as opposed to the subsidization of employers,
the law requires that wages paid to "...the eligible veteran...
are not less than wages paid noiveterans in the same position
and are at least 50 per centum of the wages paid for the job
for which he is to be trained..." and that these wages will
be increased in regular periodic inerenents until they reach
at least 85 percent of the wages normally paid for the job,
not later than the last full month of training.3

In spite of increasing participation rates, Sar Levitan reported,

"Little is known about the quality of training offered
to veterans under OJT. In the absence of hard data, it
may be surmised that some employers misused the allowance
system to hire veterans at lower wages. Also, the OJT
programs are not required to include a minimum number of
employees or to have been in business for two years before
receiving approval. Such low requirements do little to
assure meaningful training." 55

The On-Farm Frogram

It is difficult to compare the on-farm training program for each

benefit period, because the entire scope of the program has changed.

Originally included as a part of the on-the-job program, the on-farm

program combined institutional training and individual or group instruction

on the farm of the veteran, or where he was employed on a farm. The on -fare
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program lacked uniformity in minimum training requirements. As a

result, the program was reduced from a full-time to a part-time program,

an action which was severely criticized.55 This led to the passage of

PA.. 377, approved on August 6, 1947, which established institutional

on-farm training as a specialized program.56

To be considered as a full-time course. 200 hours of monthly class-

room instruction were required, as well as supervised work experience

on a farm. The farm had to

"1) occupy the full time of the veteran

2) permit instruction in all aspects of farm management, and

3) assure the self-employed veteran of a satisfactory income
[veterans were to receive a full subsistence allowance)
under normal conditions."57

The program also differentiated between self-employed and employee trainees.

Ineffialienaies and Salutims

There were several major problems in the administration of the

on-farm program. Supervision of program was divided, so that the VA

supervised the program for the disabled veteran, while the States super-

vised the program for the nondisabled veteran. The VA, then, relied

entirely upon school instructors to see that the veteran was in full

time training, as well as do the paperwork involved. Furthermore, the

VA relied on local advisory committees to determine whether the veteran

applicant met the requirements of the law and regulations. These committees

often exerted considerAble political pressure on instructors and officials.58

Other problems, such as the number of veterans who discontinued the program
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(estimated at 100.000) by 1951 contributed to an expenditure level in

excess of $100 million, that was, for the most part, wasted.5/ In

addition, costs of instruction, due to small ratio of students to

teachers, travel expenses of instructors, and instances of fraud made

the program quite costly. It must be noted, however, that in a VA

survey conducted in 1954, of 291 veterans enrolled in the nn-farm traininn

program, 245 or 84 percent were engaged in some form of agricultural

employment. b0

P.L. 550. as it did for other programs, closed many of the naps in

previous laws and instituted VA rules and regulations. The training was

to occupy the veterans full time, and there was a statutory reduction

in allowance at 4-month intervals.

rho nirmInt Program

The on-farm program today differs from past programs in that it is

based almost entirely on institutional traininn courses related to farm

operations, in conjunction with actual farm experience sponsored by the

educational institution and involving field trips and individual and

group instruction. Unlike the original program, the cooperative farm

program today does not have individual instructors supervising the actual

work experience on the veteran's farm. or where he is employed. A full-

time program consists of 10 hours per week or 441 hours per year with

no less than 80 hours in any three month period P51

Participation in on-farm training program has continually decreased

from the World War II level. A comparison of participation rates after

"Cuts,
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83 months of training is shown below.6Z

World War II

4.1 percent

Korean Conflict

1.7 percent

Vietnam Fra

g.1 percent

It is not clear why the participation rate is so small, although there

may be several factors involved:

1) There are fewer fanners today. Since 1947, employment in
agriculture has dropped 52 percent. There were only 4 million
farmers in 1968P3

2) There has been a decline in agricultural extension courses
available. 64

3) The institutional requirements prior to October 1972 were more
stringent (12 hours a week, for 44 weeks or 528 hours_pair year)
and may have discouraged veterans from participatinn.b5

4) The most important, however, is the changing nature of American
agriculture. The modern farm is a business and the modern
farmer is likely to go to college to study agricultural
economics or management, while his counterpart after World War II
more nearly reflected the traditional image of a farmer. Farm
training as a variation of apprenticeship made sense in 1945;
in 1973 it has almost died out and the enrollment figures reflect
it. There is almost nothing left to comeare.

The Flight Training Program

Not unlike the on-farm training program, the flight training proaram

has changed considerably in scope and participation by veterans. Flight

training was a popular program under the Wor4ld War II GI 8111, but due

to legislative changes which have reduced the benefits and have imposed

more stringent requirements, participation in the program has decreased.

The program of flight training was not defined by legislation for

the World War II GI Bill. Since a veteran could pursue a course regard-

less of the purpose or relation of the course to vocational objectives.

many veterans chose flight training. By November 1947, 118,400 veterans
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were enrolled in flight training courses, predominantly in profit-

making institutions." Of 3,141 flight schools on the approved list

as of October 31, 1949. 3,134 operated for profit, 2,783 (88.8 percent)

of which had been established subsequent to 19407

Soon after the passage of P.L. 862 approved on June 30, 1948, the

number of veteran enrollees began to decline sharply. This law prohibited

the VA from awarding training benefits to veterans enrolled in courses

which the Administrator determined to be 'vocational or recreational.

Flight training came under this category unless the veteran could

adequately assure the VA that the course was in connection with his

present or contemplated business or occupation." These prohibitions

were further strengthened by P.L. 266 passed in August 1949, which

required the veteran to submit an affidavit supported by affidavits of

two disinterested persons that this training would be useful in connection

with earning a livelihood.°

The Korean Conflict program set forth the requirement that veterans

were to be paid 75 percent of the established rate of the course and that

the entitlement was to be reduced one day for each 51.25 of the veteran's

entitlement."

The Cur:tent Program

Present legislation requires the veteran to possess a private

pilot's license in order to take any course in flight training and to

show that these courses are necessary for Vie attainment of a recognized

vocational objective. In addition, the veteran receives 90 percent of

the established rate of the course and is charged with one month for
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each 5220 that is paid to the veteran as an educational assistance allow-

ance.
71

This legislation and its restrictions may account for the small

participation rate of 0.8 percent for Vietnam Era veterans as compared to

2.3 percent and 1.1 percent for World War II and the Korean Conflict Era.
72

SPEC:AL PROc;RAIVS

VA special programs, including free entitlement, PREP, tutorial

assistance and work-study represent an increased awareness on the part of

the VA, of educational deficiencies which have traditionally stifled the

career and training aspirations of a minority of veterans eligible for

benefits. Although the effect of these programs on overall participation

rates cannot be gauged precisely, free entitlement and PREP have undoubtedly

enabled a greater number of disadvantaged Vietnam Era veterans to enter

postsecondary programs of some sort. Furthermore. the work-study program,

although still in its initial stages, has tremendous potential for pro-

viding financial assistance to veterans currently not in training due to

lack of funds.

200
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Free Entitlement

The free entitlement benefit, effective since August 31, 1967, assists

veterans who have academic deficiences in attaining a high school diploma

or General Educational Development certification. Under this program. veterans

may also take those courses needed to qualify them for enrollment in

postsecondary programs.

An eligible veteran who needs refresher or deficiency courses to

qualify for admission to an appropriate educational institution, is also

allowed to pursue such courses without charge to his 36-month period of

entitlement.

raysloCpation

In April 1973. 30,031 trainees including 3,851 servicemen were

receiving free entitlement. Of these, 22,218 were completing high school.

While 7,813 recipients were in college taking deficiency or preparatory

courses to qualify them for the standard college curriculm. As of April

1973, 118,833 veterans had used the free entitlement benefit, and 102.000

of these were educationally disadvantacieJ.73

Efforts by the Veterans Administration to reach and motivate the

disadvantaged have had a positive effect on their participation, especially

in recent months. The participation rate for the educationally disadvantaged

has increased substantially from 16.7 percent in June of 1971 to 25.5

percent as of November 30, 1972. The current participation rate for the

disadvantaged is estimated by the Veterans Administration to be 28.9

percent, a further increase of 3.4 percent over 7 months.

Almost half (47 percent) of the educationally disadvantaged who

have entered training within the operative dates of the free entitlement

Z31
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program have made use of this benefit. However, if the Veterans Administra-

tion estimate of participation by the disadvantaged is correct, less than

12 percent of all disadvantaged veterans have made use of it during the

operative dates of the program.

Asyncn:

Veterans receiving the free entitlement are paid at the same rate

as veterans pursuing education or training und,.!r Chapter 34; full-time

single students receive $220 per month until completion of their program

or until they qualify for the postsecondary program they wish to pursue.

Predischarge Education Program

The Predischarge Educition Program, the Free Entitlement program for

servicemen, "...assists the, 4n preparing for their future education,

training or vocation by providing them with the opportunity to enroll in

and pulioe a program of education or training prior to their discharge from

active duty with the Armed Forces."74 To participate, the serviceman must

have competed 180 consecutive days of active duty. The fundamental diff-

erence between the Predischarge Education Program and the Free Entitlement

program is that servicemen under PREP may pursue only the high school

diploma and not courses leading to the GED examination.

PREP, established by Public Law 91 - -219, has been in effect since March

26, 1970. It encompasses no vocational courses, except as a required part

of a regular high school diploma, or subjects given fur college credit

toward a degree. PREP courses are:

(1) elementary and secondary level courses leading to a high school
diploma, or

(2) deficiency, remedial, or refresher courses at the elementary or
secondary level preparatory to the pursuit of a postsecondary

program.

Z3Z



201

8EST C°Pir AVNIABLI.

A deficiency course is iefined as one on the secondary level. not

previously completed satisfactorily, which is specifically required for

enrollment in a postsecondary program. A remedial course is designed to

overcome a deficiency at the elementary or secondary level. Refresher

courses review and update material previously satisfactorily completed

at the elementary or secundary level.

College preparatory courses. for which no degree credit is granted,

are also appropriate under PREP. They may serve as refresher or motiva-

tional training for persons who have been out of school for several years.

With the. exception of the Overseas Dependents School System of the Depart-

ment of Defense, which has established PREP programs abroad. and orograms

offered by schools under cotract with the Department of Defense, courses

taken outside the United States must be at the college level and lead to

a baccalaureate degree.

JaletwNt anti hatcv

Servicemen participating in PREP are paid a lump sum for the entire

quarter. semester or term, and may be paid in advance. Tuition rates for

PREP courses for which there is no "same program" for purposes of com-

parability may be set by the Veterans Administration. 4

rwyrd4nation Lstwc,:n Veterans Aarlinictrati,,n uric! the 1,4Tartment P0.1 ;' urn:

Tn make the PREP Program effective the Veterans Administration and

the Department 4f Defense coordinate:

(1) provision of information and outreach programs to apprise the
servicemen of the existence of PREP.

(2) meetings with educational institutions to encourage the establish-
ment of PREP programs.

(3) release from duty-time for servicemen to pursue at least one-

half of the time required for full-time programs.

233
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.r4,1 t:tipt,,Lbrhnt

For courses in basic English, language skills, and mathematics.

certification may be made by the service education officer or the institu-

tion the serviceman is about to enter. An eligible person may remain enrollee.

in a refresher, remedial, or deficiency program until the end of the approved

program or until such time as the school he is attending will admit him

to its regular program, whichever is earlier. The veteran must also maintain

a standard of satisfactory progress.

Participat:on

As of April 1973, 54.765 servicemen had taken advantage of training

opportunities under the PREP program, and 3,851 servicemen were receiving

free entitlement under PREP.

Plk,gram Improthw4mt

The results of coordination between the Department of Defense and

the Veterans Administration (inter-service and agency coordinating com-

mittee) yeilded the following evaluative suggestions for the improvement of

the program. As stated in a memorandum to the Director of Education and

Rehabilitation on May 14. 1973, the committee will attempt to:

(1) Establish a checklist of standards similar to accrediting standards
for staff, supportive services, and quality of instruction.

(2) Establish council representing school, military installation,
and the student body for he purpose of exchanging information
and coordinating activities.

(3) Establish procedures for pursuing complaints through State Accredit-
ing Agency referrals, Committee on Educational Allowances, and
accrediting agencies.

Within the Department of the Army, several new policies on PREP have

been implemented:75
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March 1972: Announced policy authorizing commanders to delay reaasigmment

of PREP students up to 90 days to complete a course or cycle.

Sept. 1972: Complete expansion of PREP to all commands outside of the

continental United States.

By the end of fiscal year 1973, the Army expected to have PREP at 229

installations. New programs are said to account for an increased enrollme..

of 1.200 in the high school division of PREP. The Army estimated that in

fiscal year 1973, 220,000 Army members would benefit from high school PREP

and 110,000 from remedial programs. For fiscal year 1974, projections are

231,000 for high school, and 115.000 for remedial. The Navy and Air Force

are implementing similar improvements and expansions in their individual

PREP efforts.

Tutorial Assistance

The tutorial assistance program for veterans b.gan on March 26. 1970.

It provides specidl help to veterans in overcoming difficulties in a subject

required for the satisfactory pursuit of an educational objective.

To receive tutorial assistance, a veteran or serviceman must be enrolled

under the GI Bill on a half-time or more basis. The school must also

certify that the veteran needs tutorial help to overcome difficulty in a

course which is an essential part of an approved program of study. The

VA then approves the individualized tutorial assistance. In addition to

whatever educational assistance allowance the veteran is receiving, he

may receive an additional $50 a month for a maximum of nine months or

until a total of $450 has been used. The tutor chosen to provide such

assistance must be qualified, and charges for tutoring may not exceed the

customary charges for such services.

2a
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Determination of Need

The need to demonstrate marked academic deficiency is no longer required.

That is, granting of tutorial assistance no longer hinges on unsatisfactory

grades. It is the stated position of the Veterans Administration that the

primary purpose of the tutorial benefit is to help avoid failure. The

need for tutorial assistance, then may be established by the school in

either of the following ways:

(1) If the quality of the student's performance in the course itself
indicates that special assistance may be needed.

(2) If data, such as information from admissions, placement, or other
diagnostic material show that the student is weak in the subject
matter of the course and odds are against his completing the
course satisfactorily without special help; and, the weakness is
such that it is reasonable to assume that tutorial assistance may
be effective.

Granting of Assistance

A studeat's need for assistance may be established before he starts the

course. When need is established early, the beneficiary may use the assistance

from the start of the course. However, if a saool makes early certification

of need, it must maintain specific documentation (tests orassignments) show-

ing the basis on which need was identified. An instructor's referral.

supported by grades Or other evidence, may provide necessary documentation.

Although tutorial assistance is primarily on an individual basis, when

the subject requires participation by several people, simultaneous tutoring

of more than one person is appropriate.

Participation

VA data indicate that the number of individuals paid as of March 31,

1973 under the tutorial assistance program was 21,034, and the amount paid

was $1,933,761. The maximum monthly payment of $50 has been paid for a
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total of 22,301 veteran months.

Work -Study

The work-study program provides an allowance to veterans pursuing full-

time programs in exchange for services provided. Priority is given, whenever

possible, to those veterans with disabilities of 30 percent or more. The

allowance is paid in advance in the amount of $250 in return for the veteran

student's agreement to perform services totalling 100 hours during an

enrollment period. The total allotment for work-study is limited to 800 man-

years during the fiscal year. Additional selection criteria for work-study

include:

il) need for veteran to augment his subsistence allowance.

2) availability of transportation to place of employment for individual

veteran.
(3) motivation of the individual.
(4) compatibility of work assignment to veteran's physical condition.

Veterans' services are used for outreach activities, paper processing, school

liaison and telephone staffing.

Participation

The work study program, which became effective on October 24, 1972.

had a 200.000 hour allocation for fiscal year 1073. Anplicatiors rAcsaivii

under Veterans of Educational Assistance for fiscal year 1973 number 3,342.

Veterans who were authorized to work 100 hours totaled 773 with 597 working

less than 100 hours. The veterans' time is allocated as follows:

VA Liaison and Compliance Survey 1,400 hours

Va Paperwork and Processing 19,792

VA Outreach to the Disadvantaged 4,400

School
77,119

Other
500
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As of May 1973, six months after enactment, a total of 14 work agreements

with veterans had been completed and a total of 510 hours worked. as shown

in the table below.

Table 60: WORK STUDY PROGRAM
May 1973

[

Description
Disabled

Veterans Veterans
r

Part I. Applications Received
3,342 589

Part II.

Payments
Authorized

A. Number of veterans to work 100 hours 773 239

B. Number of veterans to work less than 100 hours 597 116

C.

Total
Hours

1. VA-Liaison and compliance survey 1,400 750

2. VA-Paperwork processing 19,792 7.529

3. VA-Outreach
4,400 2,085

4. School
77,119 18,389

5. Other 500 700

Total (1-5) i103,211 29,463

Part III.

Completed
Agreements

A. Number of veterans 1 14 24

B. Total hours worked
570 577

Part IV.

Terminated
Agreements

1

A. Number of veterans
7 4

B. Total hours worked
36 21

Source: Reports and Statistics Service, Veterans Administration
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Chapter 18

THE OTHER FOUR PERCERT: DIcARLED, '1RPHA9S Ale wIRnilS

This study has concentrated on veterans and educatinnal benefits

under the GI Rill. The Veterans Administration provides educational

benefits to two other classes of beneficiaries not covered by the RI

Rill: Disabled Veterans. and Widows and Orphans, who together make up

about 4 percent of the total beneficiaries. Vocational Rehabilitation

Training, the official name for the disabled veterans' program. was

provided to 19,555 veterans as of April 1473.1 dependents Educational

Assistance, the orphans and widows program, was provided to 45,816 as

of April 1973.2 fly way of contrast, 1,400,566 veterans were in training

under the G: gill at the same time period.3

Vocational Rehabilitation Training

Three separate laws cover disabled veterans of the three eras:

PL 78-16 covered World '.4ar Ti disabilities and became effective on

March 24. 1943; Pl. 81-894 became effective February 1. 1451 to cover

the Korean era; and PL 87-815 which covers service between WW II and Korean as

well as the post-Korean period. While the basic provisions of the three laws are

not identical, they are very similar (see table of comparisons in Appendix A)

except for changes in subsistence payments.

While the "regular" GI Rill underwent major changes during its

three successive versions to cover three wars, the Vocational Rehabili-

tation laws remained much the same, including the continuing provision

for a separate payment of tuition, fees, books and supplies. Inasmuch

239
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as the type of benefits did not change. it is relatively easy to

evaluate she comparability of the basic allowances over the three

Periods. (See Figure a.)

Although it is difficult to make comparisons in a changing social

context. it seems clear that educational benefits for disabled unmarried

veterans tended to lag at the beginninn of the Vietnam Fra benefits,

being less than 5 percent higher than the Korean benefits established

14 years earlier in a period of mild inflation and risinn costs. The

Congress increased these benefits in 1970. and again in 1972. by an

amount that matched or exceeded the increases in the cost of living.

This comparison of benefits, based on the relatively unchanged

provisions of the program. contrasts sharply with the comparisons of

the other veterans. whose programs have changed considerably.

The basic difference is the continuing provision of tuition pay.

ments plus subsistence and disability compensation to veterans receiving

benefits under Vocational Rehabilitation Training, while veterans

receiving training under the Gl Rill are paid a single allowance to

cover both tuition and subsistence. As a consequence, the measurement

of comparability and adequacy of benefits paid to veterans of 4arld

'Jar II and those paid to veterans of the Vietnam Conflict is far more

difficult.

Veteran students receiving benefits under Vocational Rehabilitatinn

Training tend to follow the trend of the general collene-qoino population

and enroll heavily in publicly supported collenes. The latest data

indicate that 71.4 percent of the vocational rehabilitation trainees
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were enrolled In public institutions and 28.6 percent attended private

institutions. This contrasts with veterans receiving benefits under

the GI Bill who were enrolled 81.1 percent in public institutions and

19.1 percent in private. That a largar percentage of the trainees

under Vocational Rehabilitation Training are enrolled in private

institutions may be influenced by the separate tuition payments paid

on their behalf. Since their choice of institution is not influenced

by cost considerations, they are free, in conjunction with their counselors,

to seek the educational programs that can best meet their needs occasioned

by the disability.

Meeting the special needs of the trainees under Vocational Rehabili-

tation Training is also evident in another significant way. 'there veterans

normally must enroll in courses specifically approved by a State Approving

Agency, the disabled veteran is not confined to these courses. Ills program,

prepared with the assistance of a VA counselor, enables him to take courses

best Suited for his individual needs and which the VA can approve

without the necessity of recourse to any other agency.

To he sure, in most cases the course or program of studies is on

the list of those which have been approved, but within this program is

a means of direct federal approval of courses for vocational rehabilitation

trainees, a system enhanced by the relatively high degree of individual

attention provided under the counseling setup,

In summary. the disabled veteran enjoys a level of allowances which

appears to be maintaining its relationship with cost of living indices.

The small size of the program -- fewer than 21,110 trainees -- enables

the VA to provide more individual counseling and advice and to tailor
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programs to meet the disabled veteran's individual requirements.

Repfndents Educational Assistance

Educational benefits provided to dependents of veterans, because

of its recent origin, does not permit coarison over time. The prenram

includes 45,336 dependents4 of persons who died in the service or who

are permanently and totally disabled veterans because of a service-

connected condition. Also included are dependents of prisoners of war

(Dr missing in action) for more than 41 days, Table 61 gives a distri-

bution between orphans, widows, and wives and shows what kind of education

they are undertakinn as of April 1473.

Unlike Vocational Rehabilitation Training, there is no provision

for a separate tuition allowance nor payment for fees and supplies.

The program provides an educational assistance allowance to meet, in part,

the expenses of the eligible person's subsistence, tuition. etc.

Since its inception in 1456, educational benefits for dependents

have been successively increased.

In comparing the benefit levels for the three types of beneficiaries --

veterans under the regular RI Rill, dependents, and vocational re-

habilitation trainees -- there appears to he some internal consistency

among the three programs. Fiqure 23 compares educational allowances

for the veteran receiving benefits under the Rill with those made

available to disabled trainees and widows or orphans.

Some Anomalies

A review of the three different programs for three different kinds
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RCM 23

COMPARISON OF EDUCATIONAL ALLOWANCES

FOR THREE TYPES OF BENEFICIARIES

I ...1144

* Plus tuition and supply allowance which was discontinued in 1952.

* * The comparisons for Disabled veterans are not meaningful because they must

be adjusted for:
1) Through 1946, the allowance combined disability compensation and

subsistenc,, plus a separate tuition and supplies allowance

2) From 1965, the allowance is for subsistence (excluding disability

compensation)
3) Disabled veterans continue to get a separate allowance for tuition. etc.
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of beneficiaries discloses
some differences. sometimes rooted in

legislation, sometimes embodied in administrative nenulatinns. A few

are noted as examples:

1, Veterans, under the GI Rill, may study in fnreinn cnlleees
and universities but not in non-degree institutions. Vocational
rehabilitation veterans may not routinell Study abroad (unless
a comparable program is not available at tome, a requirement
not invoked for "renular" veterans). Widows and orphans.
like GI fill beneficiaries, may not study at foreinn non-
denree granting schools under veterans benefits.

2. All courses attended by regular veterans and by dependents
must be approved by the State Approving Anency (except for
foreign schools which net federal approval from the VA).
Disabled veterans are not a regular part of this SAft system
and may net direct VA counselor approval of courses.

3. Widows and wives of veterans may enroll in high school
courses and remedial work, but orphans currently may not.

4. Wives and widows may enroll in correspondence courses
currently, but orphans` fay not.

While these are technicalities, they tend to illustrate the

administrative complexities of operating three similar programs with

sufficient differences in the laws and operating rules to Provide confusion

for potential beneficiaries and to increase the workload of the V. The

question is one of lack of efficiency and possible discouragement of

eligible persons who have to cope with pamphlets and instructions which,

by the current nature of the programs, cannot be simple and direct.
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Chapter 11

INFORMING AND COUNSE1.14G THE VETERAN

Informing and counseling the veteran are of vital importance to

the effectiveness of benefits and services rendered to veterans. The

two are complementary: One lets the veteran know what benefits and

opportunities he has available; the other attempts to help the veteran

choose a direction and to resolve his personal and psychological problems.

An important supplemental role is played by the Community Service

Specialists (social workers) in the Veterans Administration and out-

reach workers, peer counselors, etc.. in the non-VA effort who attempt

to break down any barriers to his usage of the benefits. The following

sections detail the efforts to provide these services to veterans.

Informing the Veteran

The need to provide direct personal assistance to veterans with

regard to veterans benefits was recognized early in the history of the

VA. The War Veterans Act of 1924 authorized the formation of a service

that would inform veterans of their benefits and assist them in obtaining

then benefits. Under the Act, the Information Cooperation Division was

established in the Veterans Bureau. When the VA was established in 1930.

the Information Cooperation Division was replaced by the Contact Division.

which was later changed to the Contact Service in 1945. To conlora to

an expansion of its services. the title was changed to the Veterans

Assistance Division in 1972. As of August 1973. the Veterans Assistance

Division has again become an independent division.

w"..7
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In 1952 the firm of Booz, Allen and Hamilton described the nature

and role of the Contact Service:

"...Contact Service acts as public relations agent for
each one of the substantive programs and provides a
uniform avenue through which information concernino
programs, policies, and procedures can be conveyed to
veterans. It also serves as the basic point through
which veterans can deal with Veterans Administration
and be assured of coordinated consideration and action.
The principal objectives of Contact Service are:

(1) To keep veterans and their beneficiaries
fully infJrmed of the benefits and services available
to them...

(2) To provide personal service, in the quantity
and at the locations required by demand for it, in
answering specific questions of veterans and beneficiaries...

(3) To provide personal assistance to veterans
and beneficiaries in applying for benefits and services...

(4) To explain personally to veterans and bene-
ficiaries actions taken by Veterans Administration...

(5) To provide follow-up service, as requested
by veterans and beneficiaries...

(6) To represent Veterans Administration generally
to veterans and beneficiaries so as to promote, establish
and maintain good relations with them.

(7) To promote, establish and maintain for Veterans
Adninistration ggod local public relations throughout
the country...."

The role of the Contact Service or Veterans Assistance Division, as it

is presently called, has changed little since 1952 as flIney Owen, Chief

Benefits Director, revealed in the foreword to the Handbook for Veterans

Administration Contact Representatives in 1971:

"...Contact Representatives are our 'answenmen.' They
tell the veteran what the benefits are, they assist him
in applying for them, they explain VA procedures and
decisions, and they act as `trouble- shooters" when there
is a procedural delay or an area of concern to the veteran...."2

While this role has not substantially changed, there have been far

reaching changes in the policy, character, and scope of the services

provided.

Z4S
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As the point of direct contact between the veteran and the VA,

the effectiveness of the Veterans Assistance Division is of vital

importance to the success of VA and its programs.

Although it was always the policy of the Contact Service to provide

veterans with information about their benefits, contact representatives

were not allowed to promote benefits or act as an advocate for the veteran3

until 1968. Contact representatives4 were limited to responding to the

inquiries of veterans. In actuality, many contact representatives did

take the initiative as Booz, Allen and Hamilton discovered in their manage-

ment survey:

"...The essential function of contact representatives is
to provide veterans with information. Accordinnly, the

policy generally followed is one of informational service
rather than one of sales promotion. However, there is a

noticeable tendency among contact representatives to 'sell'

veterans' benefits and services by initiating discussions
of benefits other than those which were the original purpose

of the visit...
The original intent of the Contact Service was to

provide a place where veterans could obtain answers to
questions and assistance in applying for benefits. In

many field stations these basic functions have been ex-

tended to the point where contact representatives are
representing the veteran as his advocate before rating

boards. This creates the untenable situation of an
employee of t"e ag6ncy promoting an interest which may
be contrary to that of the agency and in direct conflict

with its primary responsibilities....5

Although the VA did not initiate a promotional campaign, publicity

of veterans' benefits after World War II was wideenread. Returning

veterans represented a sizeable portion of the male population which

encouraged an even greater attention to their needs and concerns.

fi 249
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Some proprietary sc!Jols carried on their own promotional campaigns.

The situation was far different for the Vietnam period. By 1968

the VA found that the Veterans Readjustment Renefits Act of 1466 was not

"taking hold."6 Recognizing the distinctive social and personal problems

of the Vietnam veteran and the activist social milieu, the VA decided to

aggressively seek out and inform veterans of their rinhts and benefits.

Special efforts were designed to reach out to the educationally disadvantaged.

The Outreach program has come to include overseas orientations, pre-

sentations at separation points, a series of letters mailed to recently

returned veterans, one-stop assistance centers called 11.S. Veterans

Assistance Centers (USVAC'S). mobile vans, and toll-free WATS and FX lines.

This policy shift was put into law in the 1970 Amendments to the GI Rill

(P.L. 91-219).

:cope and Character of Contact Activities

Contact activities have undergone numerous changes since World War II,

as seen belnw:

Table 62: CONTACT ACTIVITIES AT POINTS IN THE THREE GI BILL PERIODS

Contact Services if7-
Regional Other Itinerant Contact

Year Offices Hospitals Offices Points Employees**

1447 69 123 1048 b492
1948 1659
1966 66 173 29R 1926
1972 57 169 21* 65 1835
41-15ii-TPWCCrithifare eh=lbcaled wilh a RenTonila:FWDITTiiiiFilWif

counted as a separate contact location.
** These data are as of June 30, 1947; June 30, 1956; and December 31, 1972.

NOTE: While the numbers indicate a trend, they are not totally comparable
because office designations are not exact and office functions have
varied for each period. There has also been a population shift
during this period.

Source: Management Survey of Activities of tne Veterans Administration
by the firm of Booz-Allen 11.-TramiTt-an, p. 342; The ^194A and 1956

Annual Reports of tne Administrator of Veterans Affairs; and
data supplied by the veterans Assistance Division. VA.
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The wide geographical distribution of contact locations after

World War 11 lent a very personal quality to the service provided.

Many contact representatives actually came to know tne veterans in their

area. finis type of service was not Only expensive but inetticient due

to the review of all claims at tne regional level. this procedure was

also time consuming. There are few data available to evaluate the

contact activities.?

Today's veterans assistance effort puts greater emphasis on oroup

orientations, mail campaigns and telephone service than on the wide

geographical distribution of its personnel.

nementa of the Vietnam Era Veterans Assistance Effort

The Overseas Praaram has evolved through three phases. The first

phase, Operation "Early Word," began In January 1967 and ended in Oecember

1972. VA contact representatives were stationed in Vietnam to brief

returning servicemen and women through croup orientation and individual

assistance.8

Servicemen attending group orientation

Servicemen individually interviewed

Servicemen assisted In completing a

benefit application

1,891,724

256,038

105,565

The Multi agency Team Service evolved from "Early Ward." Beginning

in FY 1970, teams of representatives from the Department of Labor, the

Office of Education and the VA were stationed at military bases in Europe,

Thailand, Okinawa, Japan, Vietnam, and Korea. The purpose was to inform
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servicemen of the opportunities and benefits available to them. At

the height of the program the VA had sixteen representatives overseas.

The Office of Education had ten representatives in FY 1971 and four in

FY 1972. A total of 84,939 servicemen attended the orientations in

Southeast Asia and 99,944 attended the orientations in Furope.9

The team concept was phased nut at the end of FY 1973 and replaced

by the Two-Man concept. One representative serves all military personnel

in Europe and another serves Southeast Asia. Rather than attempting to

brief servicemen these representatives concentrate on the training of

Project Transition and GED personnel in VA benefits and procedures.

Military Hospital Program. VA contact representatives have been

providing service to approximately 178 military hospitals in the U.S.

since 1967. The major focus of this program is to encourane severely

disabled servicemen to apply for vocational rehabilitation programs.

This allows prompt action upon separation from active duty. A similar

prngram, although not as extensive, existed during the World War 11

and Korean periods. This program is presently being phased down.

Separation Point Program. VA contact representatives have been

providing group orientations and individual interviews to servicemen

being separated from active duty at approximately 290 military instal-

lations Since 1967. A film titled You 004p Tt Tn Yourself" is used in

many of these orientations. The pm:tram is geared to meet the demand

at these separation points and, at times, has provided 24 -hour, 7-days-

a-week service. "Almost 3,0 million servicemen have attended these

orientations and over 454,900 pereeeal interviews were conducted...1n
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Again a similar program, but not as well organized or thorough, was

provided for servicemen returning after World War 11 and the Korean

Conflict.

The Mailing Program began in May 1968 with a computerized letter

sent to every eligible serviceman, shortly after his separation. As

the VA explains:

..As each serviceman is separated, a copy of his nO Form
214 (Separation Report) is furnished to the VA. The 214's

are screened to separate them into two groups: (1) Those

having less than a high school education or equivalent and
(2) Those having a high school or above educational level.
Utilizing a computerized system, a letter is then mailed to
each separatee inviting him to make full use of the benefit
programs available (particularly the educational programs).

Included with this letter is a postage-free post card to
be used by the veteran should he desire additional information

concerning any program. If the veteran so desires, he can
indicate that he would like to have a VA representative
contact him by telephone at a time and date he may specify

on the card..."

Surveys of responses to these letters were made in February and

July of 1969 and again in August and October of 1971. Thirty-seven

percent in the first survey12 and 25 percent in the second responded

to these letters;13 approximately 50 percent of the respondents requested

a return telephone call. Over 3,800,000 'letters have been mailed since

the program began.14

As of August 1, 1973, the VA expanded the initial mailing to include

a notice of eligibility, instructions for apply:ng for benefits, enroll-

ment certification forms to be completed by the school, and an application

form. This will facilitate applying for benefits by mail yet will further

depersonalize the contact effort.

0. auk



222
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

The mailing program also includes a special effort to reach the

educationally disadvantaned. Upon screening the separation forms, the

Regional Offices or USVAC's are notified of the educationally disadvantaged

in their areas. The USVAC's then send a letter specifying an appointment

time and date. If there Is no response a second and third letter is sent

upon which the veteran can request an appointment or a home visit.

Originally a series of telephone calls and home visits were attempted

as part of the pronram to locate and motivate every educationally dis-

advantaged veteran. This proved extremely time consuming and of limited

success. Although it did continue, it was not pursued as aggressively.

To date 238,405 educationally disadvantaned veterans have been reached

through home visits. 15

Since October 1471, the State employment offices have been providing

the VA with lists of Vietnam Fra veterans who have been unemployed for

13 weeks or more. The VA then contacts these veterans by letter, en-

couraging them to make use of their benefits. Over ?NMI veterans

have been contacted by this maiIing.16

In March 1972, the VA began sending all separatees a 6 -month

follow-up letter, again encouraging the veteran to use his benefits.

Between April 1972 and June 1972 over B10000 of these letters were

mailed.17

An information pamphlet detailing the benefits available to veterans

is enclosed in each mailing.

254Awia
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Community Itinerant Points. Veterans Benefits Counselors make

Scheduled visits to 65 cities in the United States. In FY 1973, over

149,000 were conducted but only 20 percent of these were with Vietnam

Era veterans."

The United States Veterans Assistance Centers (USVAC) Program was

established in 19645 as a one-stop assistance center where veterans

could receive personal attention on all the benefits available to them.

They were originally to be staffed by Veterans Benefits Counselors and

Community Service Specialists (social workers) of the VA and representatives

of the State Employment Service, U.S. Civil Service Commissio;1, and the

Department of Labor's Office of Veterans' Reemployment giants.

Their mission has teen to promote educational achievement, to

facilitate rapid readjustment to civilian life, to further the achieve-

ment of a high standard of living and productive satisfying life, and

to receive and cnannel complaints concerning civil rights. Part of

the mission of tne uSVAC's has been to aagressively seek out the

educationally disadvantaged. This is detailed under tne Mailing Program.

To realize this the USVAC's major tocus has been on tne center city,

depressed, or ghetto areas. The VA states that, "Procedures and

activities in USVAC's clearly represent a departure from a somewhat

passive approach of providing assistance only when requested or sought

by a veteran.-19

Presently there are 7? USVAC's. The USVAC's nave fallen short of

the one-stop center for they are usually staffed by only VA personnel

tr- .
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and a representative of the State Employment Service, liowever, referral

to other agencies nas been maintained. Many of the USVAC's Also have

"job banks," microfiche viewers that contain updated job information.

As of May 1969, all but three of the uSVAC's were consolidated with tne

contact activities of regional and VA offices. This 1iffused the MAC

philosophy throughout all contact activities yet it decreased and centralized

the number of contact locations.

A VA report in March 1471 detailed the success of the USVAC's:

1,510,606 interviews with Vietnam Era veterans; e30,585 of those inter-

views were with educationally disadvantaged veterans, and R5,8!13 jobs

obtained for veterans.2° Rut this success has been variable with

different groups of veterans.

The USVAC's have been successful in reaching the educationally

disadvantaged veterans in their service areas. As seen in Table 63

90 percent of all eligible educationally disadvantaged veterans had

received an initial interview, structured to inform them of all the

available benefits.

Outside the service area USVAC's have reached only 11 percent of

the eligible educationally disadventaoed. The USVAC's mail letters and

provide telephone service, at times toll-free, to these veterans. Rut

the telephone calls and home visits to seek out these veterans are left

to volunteering veterans organizations. This becomes extremely sionificant

for 66.5 percent of the educationally disadvantaoed are located outside

the USVAC's service areas.
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As seen in Table 63 a nreater proportion of educationally dis-

advantaged veterans receive initial interviews than non-educationally

disadvantaged (37,4 percent versus 31.6 percent). Since this group is

much more difficult to reach, it appears that the VA has been relatively

successful in its efforts. In total. however, the 32.5 percent of all

elinible veterans who receive interviews are still a minority of all

veterans. It should be noted that a veteran may pick up his forms at

a school or veterans organization and use his benefits without ever

stopping at a VA office. Accordingly. some veterans using their benefits

have not had initial interviews.

Table 63: PERCENTAGE OF VETERANS RECEIVING INITIAL INTERVIEWS
BETWEEN JULY 1. 1970 AND MAY 30, 1973

Veterans
Elioible

For Benefits'

Veterans
Who Received

Initial Interview

t Received
Initial

Interview

Total Educationally
Disadvantaned 317.414 116,782 37.4%

a) In Service Area

b) Outside Service

114,648 94.169 g0.0

Area 207.766 22.614 11.1

Total Non-education-
ally Disadvantaged 1,748,311 552.597 31.6

Total Veterans 2,161,724 669.379 32.5

filei-ea7ta are taken from the uuMber of veterans sent the initial
mailing ihich includes all eligible veterans.

Source: Veterans Assistance Division, VA

r*-1,04f'O
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In October 1468, a pilot social work prooram was benun in five

regional offices. Due to the success of these projects, the number

of Community Service Specialists (social workers) has steadily increased.

In December ;972. there were 37.

The Community Service Specialist assists veterans, especially the

educationally and socially disadvantaged veterans, in resolving problems

that may present barriers to the use of their benefits. He also operates

in the community to make contact with veterans and to build working

relationships with the State and community resources. In some cases he

builds on-Wing relationships with the veterans and provides follow-

through services. In FY 1472 Community Service Specialists saw 26,000

veterans through 25 regional offices.21 The program has been a valuable

addition to the USVAC's services.

As of April 1973, the VA began placing Counseling Psychologists in

24 USVAC's to increase the availability of counseling services and to

assist the Veterans Benefits Counselors and other itSVAC staff.

Toll-free Telephone Service. Since 1967, veterans and their

dependents, in some locations, can call the VA toll-free. But an internal

.rvey by the VA Management Enaineering staff in 1972 showed that 45

percent of all calls comino into the VA were missed or blocked.22 As a

result of this study the service was greatly expanded. A March 1973

report cited that toll-free service was being provided to 104 cities

in the United States and that the VA was receiving 120,000 telephone

inquiries each month. Over 4.1 million long distance toll-free calls

have been received since the inception of the service.23

r, "-L.)
041.110
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In 1947 and 1956. the VA had 1.240 and 531 contact locations.

respectively. Even with this greater accessibility. 9.155,955 telephone

calls were received in 1947 and 4.717,142 in 1955.24 The number of calls

received in 1972 was 11,456,390.25 Therefore It is difficult to determine

whether the toll-free telephone service provides a comparable denree of

accessibility.

National Assistance for Veterans -- Mobile Vans. In June 1972, the

VA initiated a mobile van service. Originally the vans were to have

representatives of the Small Business Administration, the Office of

Education, the Office of Economic Opportunity, Housing and Urban Develop-

ment. and the State Employment Service. As it turned out. the caseload

for these representatives could not justify their retention in the van

unit although the Employment Service in some states still provides

representatives. Cooperation is continued with these agencies on a

referral basis. In March 1973. there were ten of these red, white, and

blue mobile vans.

The vans usually travel to the main population centers in which

there are no contact services available. They stay one to three days.

Through June 1973, the vans had visited 1.087 communities in 24 states

and interviewed 58,669 veterans. Yet of 43,228 veterans interviewed

between January 1, 1973 and June 30, 1973. only 8,058 or 18.6 percent

were Vietnam Era veterans, 857 of which were educationally disadvantaged.25

yeterrsEsIsmIuitAssistancePrisJobkidVeterans

corENTOILAJuntitIlainms. The VA has participated in or co-sponsored

a variety of programs that provide on-site aid to veterans. These include
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Job Marts. Veterans Community Assistance Programs, Dark to School Nights,

etc. These efforts gather employers, service and community ornanizations,

school officials and other interested groups in one location so that

the veterans will have easy access to the available opportunities. The

VA participated in or co- sponsored 201 Job Marts in FY 1972. The lack

of jobs and the relatively small number of on-the-spot hirinns have

limited their effectiveness. There have ireen no evaluations or data on

the other programs.

On-the-JoL Training Outreach Program. This outreach effort originates

from the Adjudication Division rather than the Veterans Assistance Division

but it is part of the total character of the outreach effort. In July

1971, VA employees began visitinn business establishments to encourage

employers to establish OJT programs for Vietnam Era veterans. A March

1073 report cited that they had made 159.379 visits to 137.095 establish-

ments and opened 124143 new OJT slots at 35,257 establishments."

Effectiveness the V4 Outreach Effort

In June 1473, the VA completed the third in a series of surveys of

recently returned Vietnam veterans. one surveys contacted veterans

separated from the active duty for six to fourteen months. The veterans

surveyed in the latest report, which is still in draft form, had

returned to civilian life during the period from July 1970 through

June 1971, The study found that 61.8 percent of the veterans surveyed

remembered being contacted by the VA while in the i,ervice as shown in

the following table.

Z69
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Table 64: PERCENTAGE OF VETERANS CONTACTED clY THE VA

WHILE IN SERVICE

Location or
Lime of contact

southeast Asia

Military Hospital in U.S.

At time 0 separation

At some other time

Percent
Contacted

TOTAL

Source:
VA, Readjustment Profile for Pecently
Separated Vietnam Veterans - Draft.
January 1973, p. 40

It appears that an even treater number recall being contacted by

the VA after leaving active duty. In the first Profile of Recently

Separated Veterans, which surveyed persons separated between July and

Oacember 1968, 75.9 percent reported that the VA contacted them by

letter, telephone, or personal interview.28 The second profile, which

surveyed veterans separated between July and Dece.riber 1970, discovered

that the percentage of those contacted by the VA had increased to 80.8

percent.?9 In the most recent profile, the percent dropped only slightly

to 79.5 percentr A Louis Harris study completed in mid-1971 also points

out the increasing contact with veterans. Sixty-three percent of the

Vietnam Era veterans surveyed indicated
that they had had sours contact

with the VA.31

These surveys also studied the helpfulness of the VA in advising

or aiding the veteran. The Harris study found that over 50 percent of

the total veterans responded negatively; however. for veterans separated
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less than one year, the response was highly positive.32 This would

indicate that the current outreach effort is having a positive impact.

The second and third VA profiles also indicate this. In both profiles

around 88 percent of those veterans who contacted the VA about education

or training benefits found the service helpful. The educationally dis-

advantaged were less enthusiastic, approximately 71 to 74 percent found

the services helpful.33

Nan-PA Outreach and Assistance

The VA's capacity to inform and counsel veterans has been auomented

by many other national, state, and local agencies. In many respects,

the nationwide system of veterans assistance agencies and organizations

that briefly flourished in the years following World War IT was similar

to the diverse national system of veterans assistance today. The Federal

Office of War Mobilization and Reconversion's Retraining and Reemployment

Administration contributed leadership and national coordination of services

to the efforts of the VA, the U.S. Emoloyment Service, the Selective

Service System, and local and State agencies. Federal anencies were

required to contribute representatives to local Veterans Service Committees

in each community, some of which took the form "Community Veterans Centers"'

and "Community Advisory Service Centers."34 Such centers provided

educational, employment. and in some cases, psychological counseling.

The national system in the post-World War II era was a network of co-

operating public and private agencies but because of inconsistencies in

funding, staffing, policy, etc., the system was fragmented.
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The plethora of services as well as the inconsistencies and

fragmentation still exist today. The traditional veterans organizations,

the Red Cross, local agencies, college veterans clubs, educational

institutions, and State and city governments have contributed to these

efforts.

The national veterans service o. Imitations and the Red Cross

offer informational and counseling services similar to those they

offered to World War II veterans. Veterans service organizations

continue to provide hundreds of professionally trained service officers

in each state as well as volunteer post service officers at local posts

throughout the country who contact and counsel returning veterans in

their areas. In many non-urban sections of the country, telephone and

personal contact with veterans is possible only through the work of these

organizations.

In addition to these older non-VA "outreach" services, recent years

have seen the proliferation of dozens of local agencies, especially in

urban areas, whose mission is assistance to and active recruitment of

veterans seeking continued education. The emerging theme of these

Vietnam Era "outreach" efforts is veterans self-help and personal peer

counseling techniques. Examples of successful programs based on these

concepts exist across the country, but results are not uniform and many

are in constant financial jeopardy.

Veterans Education and Training Service (VETS) programs, college

veterans groups, and many others have found that the disadvantaged

Vietnam veteran may have developed personal insecurities es well as
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distrust of the system" to such an extent that he is reachable only by

another veteran who has had similar experiences. The well-known Seattle

Veterans Action Center is an example of the success of extensive motiva-

tional counseling through the employment of vietnam veterans as "para-

professionals," backed by strong community and media support.

The (Iffice of Economic 1)pportunitv. through the VETS programs of

the National League of Cities and U.S. Conference of Mayors. provided

initial "seed money" for the establishment of veterans centers in ten

cities. The objectives of these centers are: contacting and persuading

disadvantaged veterans to take advantage of GI Bill educational benefits,

providing part-time employment, and helping veterans adjust to school.

The Urban League. the National Puerto Rican Forum, and other minority-

oriented organizations also employ the "peer concept" in their outreach

activities. Moreover, these organizations, like the Red Cross and the

veterans organizations, offer outreach programs of national or regional

scope.

College veterans clubs and fraternities were among the first to use

peer counseling and recruiting. The National Association of Concerned

Veterans, Inc founded in 1968, is an association of 150 college and

community groups concerned with personally encouragino and assisting

new veterans. A number of "community houses" and "half-way houses"

have been established across the country to deal with the problem of

orientino alienated veterans.

Some college!' and other post-secondary institutions. notably Webster

College in St. Louis, Newark State College, Tennessee State thiversity.

sr k
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University of Oklahoma, Rutgers, and the University of California at

Los Angeles, among others, have developed special admissions procedures,

preparatory courses, and tutorial programs for Vietnam Era veterans.

Many also successfully employ veterans as recruiters and counselors after

they complete their own programs. The American Association of Community

and Junior Colleges Program for Servicemen and Veterans provides parti-

cipating institutions with advice and technical assistance in developing

such programs for veterans. Through a project jointly sponsored by the

AACJC and the American Legion, monthly separations lists are provided to

member institutions for purposes of reaching and recruiting returning

veterans.

Several states and cities have expanded their services for veterans

from behind the desks of traditional departments and offices out into

the streets by employing veterans as outreach personnel. Programs to

Advance Veterans Education, now a part of the Pennsylvania Department

of Education, began as a college veterans outreach group. PAVE now

operates 71 peer counseling centers and holds regional -Education Fairs.-

PAVE reports that between U:tober 1971 and September 1972, 42: percent

of those discharged in PAVE areas were contacted by phone and 12 percent

of those wcre given personal counseling.35 Illinois, Washington,

wisconsin, and South Carolina have recently established outreach programs.

and other states are planning similar prolects.

Many of these efforts have only begun in the tatter part of the

Vietnam period. Due to varying degrees of funding and staffing they

have had an uneven degree of Success. Attnouch the

pi)

effects of these
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recent outreach efforts cannot be accurately assessed, in many cases

they nave provided an active, personalized assistance to veterans.

ine VA's contact representatives or benefits counselors remain the

cniet agents for informing and aiding veterans at the local level. Pith

the decrease in VA contact offices and personnel today, the personal

nature of the information and recruitment effort cannot equal that of

the post-World War II Era.

Summary

The outreach efforts of the VA have been successful in informing

veterans, especially the educationally disadvantaged, that benefits are

available. Some areas of the outreach program such as the lverseas

Program, the Separation Point Program, the Mailing Program, the USVAC's,

and the OJT Outreach, have been more successful in reaching Vietnam Era

veterans than the mobile vans, itinerant oint service, and toll-free

telephone service. The majority of veterans have found the VA's aid

and advice to be helpful.

Yet the Vietnam Era veterans' participation rate remaii.s relatively

low and this may, at least in part, be due to ar inabflity of the outreach

program to motivate them. One reason for this may be the psychological

make-up of many returning Vietnam veterans. Psychological barriers,

doubts, and suspicions may not be broached by group orientations, form

letters, and telephone calls. As active as the Veterans Assistance

Division is, its role remains primarily to inform the veteran of the

available VA benefits and to assist him in applying fo. them. Only the
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counselinn and social work efforts go beyond the informational stage

to heloinq the veteran to deal with his problems and achieve his opals.

;nese efforts are presently not extensive enough to be used by a

significant percentage of eligible veterans. The non-VA outreach and

counseling efforts demonstrate that a need for active motivational

assistance exists. The problems in providing this type of assistance

are accentuated by the limited geographical distribution of VA offices

and the lack of clear directives for coordination of services at the

local level.

Due to the lack of evaluations of contact activities during the

World War II and Korean programs, and to the difference in benefit levels,

the character of the veterans, social circumstances and other variables

that affect participation, comparison of contact activities for the three

GI Bill periods is difficult. The contact effort is less personal now

than it was during the other two periods, especially World War II, al-

though it appears to be more efficient. The VA, in its present outreach

effort. has changed its policy to one that is significantly more active

in attempting to reach the yzteran.

Counseling the Veteran

At its inception in 1943 the VA counseling program was not only

innovative but a major experiment in counseling. Public Law 346 had

placed an unprecedented responsibility on the VA: to provide counseling

and guidance to hundreds of thousands of veterans throughout the U.S.,

heterogeneous in age, educational level, mental and physical ability,

Z67
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interests, and experience. It also reflected a departure in national

policy. Congress had overtly recognized "the potential contribution of

the counseling function in the educational and occupational adjustment

of adults"36 and had provided substantial sums of money to make it

available.

Vocational Advisement and Ouidanee Service

The services provided by the Vocational Advisement and Guidance

Service began with an emphasis on vocational counseling, placement

counseling, and educational guidance. "The basic techniques used in

counseling the veteran were to make an individual survey, including

testing and matching of occupational characteristics of the individual

with the demands and other characteristics of occupations."37 Vocational

Advisors were required to have one year of graduate work with a minimum

of 15 hours in psychology or vocational guidance, or its equivalent.

Had the standxrds been higher, it would have been difficult to staff

the program in so short a time.

Personal adjustment counseling was added to the service around 1946

as it became evident that emotional and personal adjustment were factors

in vocational adjustment. Personal counseling was conceived as a separate

service employing a Personal Counselor with adequate experience.

A major innovation of the program was to supply advisement and

guidance services to VA hospitals. The program proved to he so successful

that in 1950 the VA Department of Medicine and Surgery made it an integral

Part of the medical treatment.

fvcs
11/4 %.44
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Contract 04idance Cantons

To meet the mushrooming demand for counseling at the end of World

War II, the VA supplemented its services by forming contractual relation-

ships with educational institutions. The Contract Guidance Center was

"a new social invention." The purposes for this type of arrangement were:

1. To secure the best possible personnel to provide this
service to veterans.

2. To assure that the Federal program would have as close

a contact as possible with the veteran in his local

community.
3. To encourage the creation and further development of,,,

community guidance centers available for all adults."

The Counseling program was successful in meeting these goals. The VA

contracted with 415 colleges and universities, approximately one out of

every four institutions of higher learning in the U.S. A survey of 154

Guidance Centers by the American Council on Education concluded that

..it is apparent that testing and vocational counseling have received

real impetus from the VA and that with minor modifications the program

will continue when the VA contracts expire."39

Tha Sarty Program in Total

The early counseling program was a notable success. Numerous

independent studies have found that the program was helpful to veterans

and had a positive effect on the completion of training.

In March 1951, the Administrator of the VA appointed three pro-

fessionals in the field of counseling to act as an Advisory Committee

to the Advisement and Guidance Service. In their review of the counseling

program they found that the counseling program met high professional

standards.40 But they also found several problems in the early
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advisement program:
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1. The separation of counseling from education and training
services imposed by VA regulations designed to interpre':
and implement the'various laws has constituted a problem:
these have taken from the counselor the important functions
of implementation and follow-up.

2. The VA failed to evaluate the effectiveness of counseling...
3. Due to type of records that were kept and the stress of

fact-finding the interviews sometimes tended to be inter-
rogations. This has a detrimental effect on the interaction
between the counselor and counselee.41

The Advisory Committee reviewed and recommended changes in the program

that vastly altered the character of the counseling effort. Some of

these changes were proposed to correct problems in the earlier program

while others were designed to "broaden the nature' of the counseling

program.

Transition Period, 1951-Z956

Between 1451 and 1956 many changes occurred in the counseling

program. Vocational and personal counseling were brought closer together.

The name was changed to the Counseling Service to reflect this shift of

orientation. In December 1952 a new position. the Counseling Psychologist,

supersedeu upgraded the older Personal Counselor position. A new

tnual was published in 1953 stressing communication over fact-finding

and giving greater consideration to the counselees perceptions. The

records kept during an interview also underwent a major revision for the

same purposes. the experience gained in the earlier period and the

changes they brought benefited a great many of the Korean veterans who

entered counseling.
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1956 to Present

AS the caseload decreased after t9tb, the counseling effort again

changed character. Irie staff underwent reductions as tne KONAh period

ended. Policy changes in 1961 completed the integration of personal and

vocational counseling so that they no longer had separate designations.

with tne coming of the Vietnam period, the caseload henan to increase.

Yet tne counselinn program did not reach the vatume experienced during

the war II or Korean periods. This may have been partially due

to a change In tne application torm. Retore 1970 a veteran could check

a box on the application if he wanted counseling. In 1970 the box was

removed although a clause referring to the availability of counseling

remained in the finer print. The box is now hack on the application,

but calls for the veteran to fill in his telephone number, if he has one.

As of June 3c1, 1971 there were 216 Counseling Psycholgists, 32 of

whom were designated as Chiefs. The majority of these were stationed

in the 57 regional offices. Counseling Psychologists are heirs stationed

in the U.S. Veterans Assistv^e Centers to increase the availability of

counseling and bring about a Closer integration of the services provided

to the veteran. There are 196 Contract Guidance Centers. 7(1 percent of

which are located at colleges and univ rsities.

Comparisons of the Thrce PariorLg

There has been a significant decline in percentage of veterans who

fr.
;?1t67 74 38 1
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have received counseling, VA and contract, under the GI Rill AS is

seen in Table 65.

Table 65: VETERANS couNsurn UNOFR THE 41 RILLS

World War II

-
Applications

Received

_
Veterans
Counseled

Percent of
Applicants
Counseled

(FL 78-146) 10,255,485 1,327,749 12.95

Korean Conflict
(Pt 12-550) 2,974,544 304,200 10.23

Post-Korean Era
(P1 89-358) 5,036,077 192,766 3.R3

(Through FY 1973)

Source: Office of Research and Statistics, nvn

There are no data available to distinguish the number of counseling

cases that were required under VA regulations for channes of course.

It is significant, however, that the highest rate of counseling occurs

for world War It since there were no regulations requiring counseling

until September 1, 1949. The participation rate in counseling for

applicants through the end of FY 1949 was about In percent.

From the trends apparent in the counseling data for the World War II

and Korean Conflict GI Bills, it appears that the number counseled under

the present GI Rill will not increase substantially. As of June 1973,

85 months had passed since the passage of P.L. 89-358; R5 months after

the passage of the World War II and Korean Conflict GI Rills 94.9 percent

and 93.5 percent, respectively, of all the veterans to receive counseling

had already been counseled.

14-
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The 85-month figure may still not give an accurate idea of counselino

trends. Altsough the Korean and Vietnam periods were similar in the

protracted rate of separation, most Ilorld War II veterans separated in

a period of two years. This may be taken into consideration by using

data on the average time since separation. As of June 1973, the average

time Since separation for Vietnam Era veterans was four years. In June

1950, the average time since separation for World War II veterans was

3.8 years and yet 85.7 percent of all veterans to be counseled had

received counseling. Similarly, in June 1958, the average time since

separation for Korean Conflict veterans was 3.6 years and the percentage

of those already counseled was 84.3 percent. The data available

did not permit analysis at the 4-year point for each period.

There were no data available on the number of counseling employees

for the peak counseling years of the World War IT and Korean periods.

However, there were 333 VA counselors (178 Counseling Psychologists and

155 Vocational Advisors) employed in the Vocational Rehabilitation and

Education program as of January 31, 1957. As of June 30, 1971, there

were 236 Counseling Psychologists employed by the VA; however, this

reduction was accompanied by an increased reliance on contract guidance

centers.

The use made of contract guidance centers has fluctuated. The

highest level of usage was during the World War II period. This dropped

significantly for the Korean period but has risen during the present

period.
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Table 66: COUNSELING COMPLETED AT VA CONTRACT GUIDANCE CEITERS
UNDER THE GI RILLS

Total

Veterans
Counseled

Veterans
Counseled at

VA Guidance Center

Percent
Counseled at

VA Guidance Center

World War II
(PL 78-346) 1,327,749 1,042,164 78.49

Korean Conflict
(PL 82-550) 304,201 178,072* 58.54

Post-Korean Era
(PL 89-358) 192,766 133,762 69.39

(Through FY 1973)

Source: Office of Research and Statistics. 0VB, and Counseling and
Rehabilitation, DVB

This figure includes a reasonable estimate for 5 of the total years
involved. The reports for counseling veterans under the vocational
rehabilitation program and GI Bill (Readjustment Program) were
combined for FY 1957 through 1961, so a deduced figure of 61,152 GI
Bill cases was used for this period and included in the total.

It must be noted that the VA Counseling program has generally taken the

major responsiility for counseling the disabled veteran.

During the world War II Period nearly all the contract guidance

centers were located at colleges and universities probably due to the

availability of personnel at those institutions. There are no data for

e Korean period but presently approximately 70 percent of the 196

guidance centers are located at institutions of higher learning. These

guidance centers are usually located in areas of need where there is

diminished accessibility to the regional offices.

Availability of Counseling 0utaide the VA

The statistical comparisons above must be viewed in light of the

availability of counseling services to the public during the three periods.
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During the period in which PL 346 was administered, vocational counseling

and personal counseling were not as available or as accessible (due to

prohibitive fees) as they are presently. A percentage of colleges and

universities had such services. Also they were available through private

practitioners. The only major job counseling effort was the U. S.

Employment Service's. In CY 1946 alone 508,1(10 non-disabled veterans

were counseled at over 1,700 local Employment Security 0ffices.42

However, this counseling was not comparable to the VA counseling at the

time.

The general availability of counseling today is far greater than

during either of the earlier periods. Almost all schools have guidance

counselors. Most colleges and universities have well staffed counseling

centers. Community services have greatly increased. Yet it appears

that veterans are not making use of these services. A recent VA study,

still in draft form, reports that 7 percent of a sample of veterans

separated from active duty between July 1471 and June 1471, received

advice or help from a professional counselor, 3 percent received

counseling at a VA facility. 2.5 percent at some other facility, and

1.5 percent at a facility not stated.43

summary

It appears that the effort to counsel veterans has declined over

the thref, periods. This is difficult to understand in light of the

success of the World War II counseling effort. The Bradley Commission

cited the results of a study that concluded that veterans receiving

advisement were twice as likely to continue their training er education.44

0.0 dr *JP
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The connission went on to say:

...This study indicates that if counseling service
were i:rovided to all veterans prior to entering
training waste of money would be prevented
While it is not possible to estimate the savings to
the taxpayers due to this aspect ot the program, it
is reasonable to state that thousands of veterans
were saved from failure and wasted years of effort.- 45

The Counseling and Rehabilitation service is presently taking steps

to increase tie availability of counseling by placing Counseling rsycholo-

gists in the USVAC's. ibis is more in tine with the active role that the

Veterans Assistance Ilivision tound necessary to reach the Vietnam veteran.

Although this conies at a late point in the Vietnam period, it may orove

effective in providing counseling to a greater percentage ot veterans.



Chapter 12

ADMINISTRATION OF BENEFITS

Laws providing education benefits for veterans are implemented through

the administration of major programs by the Veterans Administration. These

programs are supplemented and supported by efforts of other Federal agencies,

privat.7- veterans' service organizations and the State Governments.

A study of the administration of benefits must, therefore, include an

examination of the organization and
administrative problems within the VA,

coordination between VA and other organizations, and problems stemming from

divided administrative responsibility.

The Veterans Administration: Organization, Problems, Safeguards

Comparability of administrative efficirncy over the three Conflict periods

is difficult to determine because of the absence of data in certain critical

areas. the changing state of the law which the VA has been charged with

implementing, and the many variables such as political and social climate,

level of veteran participation in programs.
and leadership within the VA.

However, it is possible, on the basis of studies conducted in the past and

int.rmation available on current problems, to develop a reasonably clear

picture of the administration of veterans' education and training benefits

which acknowledges strengths and
improvements over the years and at the

same time recognizes recurring and unsolved problems.

Overview of th9 Administration of Veterans' Sductation Benefits

In 1956 the Bradley Commission wrote:

"On balance, the positive accomplishments of the readjustment

benefit program as a whole far outweigh its faults, costly and

wasteful as these were."



246

It appears that administrativ.. problems and abuses in the education

benefits program were more serious and widespread in the World War II period

than in the two subsequent Conflict periods.

The original GI Sill (P.L.346) was drafted and passed with the purpose

of rewarding veterans, easing an anticipated post-war unemployment crisis,

and rectifying a depletion of educated citizens in the nation .2 The aim was

to encourage broad participation by veterans, and little attention was given

to tte need for safeguards.3

With the liberalized provisions of P.L.268 in 1945, participation

rates increased dramatically, creating serious administrative problems.

"In great part, problems of tremendous growth unoer.qay

the difficulty in achieving economical andorderly administration
of the program. The agency had just 12 months to ready itself
far the unexpected avalanche of applications which descended
on it in 1945. Plans had to be made, staff recruited and
trained, schools and training establishments found and indoc-
trincated, and a nation-wide organization, supported by required
services. set up in that short time."

Three sets of problems developed in the operation of programs in the

World War II period. Many veterans were pursuing avocational and recrea-

tional courses with no apparent objective, and there was widespread changing

of courses by veterans. This drew into qu.stion the whole purpose of the

education program as a "readjustment" benefit. Also, many schools were

springing up mainly to profit by enrolling veterans and receiving federal

funds,and there were many instances of such schools overcharging veterans.

Finally, the State agencies responsible for approving schools and courses

lacked the funds, personnel, and standards to do a responsible job of

supervising, inspecting and monitoring the practices of private proprietary

schools.
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The VA has made progress in correcting specific operational inefficienc-

ies through the Korean and Vietnam Conflict periods. This progress parallels

the development of statutory safeguards and changes in the organizational

structure of the VA.

The Korean GI Bill (P.L.550) contained stronger safeguards against

abuses in the programs than did the original GI Bill.
5 The Korean Bill was

of major significance for the administration of education benefits.

It should be said that there is general agreement
that the Korean...program has been much better administered
than was the case during most of the P.L.346 peried."6

Under the Korean Bill, the enrolling veteran had to demonstrate a definite

eeucational or vocational objective, he could not enroll in avocational or

recreational courses, and he was entitled to only one cnange of course

before VA authorization was required.

As an attempted safeguard against overcharges and abuses by profit

schools. P.L.550 provided that the educational assistance allowance would

be paid directly to tie veteran as a partial stipend, with no direct tuition

payment to be made to the school by the VA.

In 1950, P. L. 610 provided for VA reimbursement of State Appruvine

Agencies for their work of supervision,
inspection am approval of institutiuns.

This provision attempted to correct the staffing inaaequacies ana lace of

sufficient resources which had marked es approval function in the World

War II period. P.L. 550 (passed in 1952) went further by establisning certain

standards for approval in an effort to bring some uniformity to tne syscon

of approval.

The basic provisions of P.L.550 were retained in the 1966 Vietnam

Era GI Bill (P.L.358). When considered in light of the amending legislation

in 1972 (P.L.540), it appears tnat in general, the administration of

f7.e.44.1
Ale
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education benefits continues to improve in terms of safeguarding against

abuses.

Development and Orvanizatic.'n VA

The organizational history of VA is highlighted by developments

reflecting both functional changes based on operating experience and

amend-Lary legislation establishing safeguards for the education benefit

program.

This history is complicated by two factors. First, the legislation

which VA has been charged with implementing has continually changed in a

sporadic fashion. Amendments to the GI Bill, as well as VA regulations

responding to them, have typically been attempts to resolve specific

problems in the benefits programs. A 1970 VA Management Engineering Study

commented on this problem:

"The present legislation under which veterans'
benefits are paid is a patchwork accretion of indi-
vidual acts and amendments thereto enacted over a
span of almost eighty years...Existing veterans'
benefits legislation does not lend itself to efficient
administration...It is subject to constant changes and
additions which require corresponding changes in VA
administration and control of benefits payments. VA
policies and procedures, therefore. tend to show the
same pattern of patchwork accretions as the governing
legislation they implement...In spite of the numerous
changes 'A legislation, and consequently in VA administra-
tion of veterans benefits, there is no indication that
any serious overview of the veterans' benefits system
as a whole has ever been approached with a view to the
development and admiqistration of a more uniform system of
veterans' benefits."'

In the context of this changing legislation, many administrative policy

decisions seem to have been made on a short-term basis. with a focus on

expected veteran population and anticipated workloads.

The second factor which complicates the organizational history is the



249

continuing modification and transfer of administrative functions within

the VA, much of which is not reflected in the formal charts or official

designations of the agency.

A comprehensive historical account of all the significant developments

and changes in the organization of the VA is beyond the scope of this report.

The sketch presented here simply illustrates some of the trends, directions,

and primarry contributing factors of the organizational development.

Early History of the VA

In July 1930, Congress passed an Act (46 Stat. 1016; 38 U.S.C.11)

authorizing the President to consolidate and coordinate governmental act-

tivities affecting veterans. In accordance with this act, the VA was

established as an independent agency under the President by Executive Order

No.5398 dated July 21, 1930. The Veterans' Bureau, the Bureau of Pensions,

and the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers were consolidated in

the VA.

In 1956, the Bradley Commission stated:

"From the very begining, a paramount problem in

the Va has been found in the effort to fit dissimilar
government activities into an gdono,Jcal and efficient

unit." 8

Prior to 1944, the VA's activities were primarily in the areas of insurance

and mediciene. With the influx of veterans under the World War II GI Bill,

the type of organization which had been establi med in 1930 proved to be

unable to meet the demands of the work%ad.

Commenting on the impact of the decision to centralize responsibility

for veterans affairs in the VA, the Bradley Commission stated:

"Centralization...created some serious problems...

The problems of administration and coordination within

the Veterans Administration were increased by adding



250

heavy new reAponsibilities to an agency already heavily
burdened..."

In short, while the decision to consolidate service to veterans in a single

agency was intended to increase efficiency and coordination in the administr-

tion of the program benefits, the early impact of the decision was quite

unexpected.

Development of the VA organization has continued to be shaped by two

basic concerns which were embedded in the original decision to consolidate:

to administer diverse programs of great magnitude, and to do so efficiently

and economically. Hundreds of administrative decisions have been made over

the years in an attempt to tighten up the administration of benefits and to

eliminate waste without restricting the generosity of benefits as mandated

by law. One consequence of this dual concern has been a lack of continuity

in the administrative procedures, staffing patterns and functions.

The. "Functional" Model - 1930 to 1953

In terms of basic organization plan, the VA operated from its inception

in 1930 until 1953 according to one model, with several modifi--tions. That

basic plan has been refe- i to by the VA as the "functional model." A VA

brochure, Reorganization of Veterans Administration - Background and Solution,

published in 1953, provides a detatiled analysis of this period. The essence

of the functional model was that "each key executive was in charge of a parti-

cular function throughout the organization." 10

The Bradley Commission recounts:

"From its beginnings in 1930 until World War II
the Veterans Administration was organized with its
nationwide network of field stations set up to report
directly to the Administrator. Five principal staff
executives and a multiplicity of staff units were
located at tashington headquarters. They were to
advise the Administrator and also furnish technical

f
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guidance to field operations. The volume of their
'advice' to the field increased with the passage of
time and eventually was tantamount to multiple technical
direction from Washington."11

In short, the Va faced the vastly increased workload of the World War II

period with an organizational structure which was easily overloaded. That

structure lacked the requisite flexibility and clear lines of authority and

accountability to be able to cope with the demands made upon it.

The "Geographic " Model. 1.946 to Lgul

In 1945 the branch office structure was introduced to the organization

of VA in an effort to expedite the handling of increased workloads. The

Bradley Commission indicated the outlines of the plan:

"Thirteen branch offices were established to exer,:ise
intermediate supervisory control over the 97 veterans
hospitals and the 53 Regional Offices. These were 13
'miniature Veterans Administrations,' a new echelon of
command vested with the authority to make on- the -spot
decisions to speed action. The change was advanced as a
positive move to make VA service tp the individual more
directly at the 'hometown level'."12

The VA brochure refers to this change to the branch office structure as the

"geographic" plan, and describes it as being "superimposed on the functional

model which continued to be the basic plan."3 In other words, while an

inadequacy of lines of authority within the VA was recognized, the basic plan

was retained, with an "ad hoc" modification introduced to cope with the

increased activity of the World War I! years.

The branch office structure was a temporary expedient, and it was

eliminated in 1949 when the VA anticipated that its workload was about to

level off. The previous functional model of organization was retained,

essentially intact. It was apparently felt that with the decreased workload,

the functional plan provided .e most economical use of personnel. The

Z,S3
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decision appears to have been made primarily on the oasis of anticipated

workloads, rather than according to any plan to develop an orgaization capable

of handling increased activity so that the problems which had required the

1945 change could be avoided in the future."

"Produot-Li nc" Mo,Icl 104,4 to 1J/.S

In the early years of the 1950's increased attention was given to the

organizational problems of the VA. Several detailed management surveys and

studies of the organization were conducted by private firms and by the VA

itself. The firm of Boaz-Allen-Hamilton, The Trundle Engineering Company,

the Hoover Commission, and the Commission's Task Force all issued reports

with recommendations pertinent to VA administrative components.

It is clear that these reports influenced subsequent organizational

changes the VA. The basic conclusion in all of the reports was that the

VA organizat r.i: model was outmoded and incapable of handling the demands

being nlaced it. The VA document, Reorganization of the Veterans Administra-

tion - Background and Solution, details the significant points of the various

studies and describes their common recommendation that the VA be changed-

ac arding to a "product-line" model of organization.

Organization by product-line was a significant departure in organization

theory of the VA, and can be seen as a genuine response to the current legis-

lative concern to eliminate waste and abuse in the Korean period. The product-

line model "recognizes the product or program as fundamental and accordingly

provides an orgaization pattern built around the operational requirements of

that product or program."15 ihis is the theoretical model upon which the

departmental structure of the VA has developed from 1954 to the present. It

was hoped that the model would provide enough flexibility and clear lines

lc.
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of authority to enable efficient program operation even in periods of

increased workload.

114dhLf.hr..43 of Jzvanization AaNgee Fn.lm 2.462 to 2,:02

In 1953 the vocational rehabilitation and education component of the

VA organization was one of twelve "Line Offices." This is illustrative of

the functional model referred to above.

In 1954 the Department of Veterans' Benefits (DVB) was established as

one of three Departments, pursuant to recommendations favoring the product-

line model. In DVB there was established a Vocational Rehabilitation and

Education Service which contained the same basic components as the 1953 office

of Vocational Rehabilitation and Education. The significance of the 1954

charge was not in the addition of any sections, but in the general organiza-

tional approach -- departments built on the product-line model.

From 1955 to 1962, several changes were made within DVB at the Central

office level in an effort to maximize efficiency by eliminating overlapping

responsibilities. These changes took the form of consolidations and tranfers

of function within the Vocational Rehabilitation and Education Service.

In 1964 the Vocational Rehabilitation and Education Service was combined

with the Compensation and Pension Service. This consolidation took effect

on the Regional Office level also. where "Adjudication Divisions" were estab-

lished to perform processing of all claims.

With the passage of the Vietnam Era GI Bill in 1966 (P.L.358), VA

responded, in part, by instituting within the Compensation, Pension and

Education Service a new position of "Executive Assistant for Education" to

concentrate on the education function within the Service. Evidently the

purpose of the 1966 change was not accomplished as planned since in 1969 the

("tar-
C-.34
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position was transferred and upgraded within the Service in an effort to

"regain adequate control" in the education program.16 These changes reflect

a recognition by the VA that the education function required special attention

within the Compensation. Pension and Education Service.

In 1972 the Compensation, Pension and Education Service was br)ken up,

and the Education and Rehabilitation Service was established as a separate

Service. The VA rationale for this move was stated in this way:

The key factor in the reorganization is the establish-
ment of a single-purpose organization-- a separate service- -
for the formulation and development of Education and Rehabili.
Cation program policies. plans, and procedures..."17

This explanation clearly reflects the theory of the product-line model which

emerged out of the intensive management studies of the early 1950's. It

appears that the 1914 change was a major shift from the direction of the

changes leading to the consolidation in 1964.

The organizational changes which have affected the education components

of the VA over the years can by seen as a series of consolidations, separa-

tions and transfers of functions, creations and elimination of positions.

and returns to previous structures. The changes represent attempts to

max ,size efficiency while administering programs of enormous magnitude. This

history suggests that as legislation and policy have changed so has the

organization; and the resulting lack of basic organizational and administra-

tive continuity may explain in part some of the administrative problems which

have persisted over the years. These persistent problems must be considered

in light of their current setting.

Education Program Analysis and Policy Making

"It is essential that problems of the past and of the
present be examined so that their causes may be avoided in

future through the establishment of clear and consistent basic

policies of operation."l"
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Two aspects of program-policy analysis and evaluation warrant special

attention: Data collection and review by the VA, and policy-making on educa-

tion matters within the VA.

Data Col:action and An,4Li4cia

Ever since the World War II period, VA has been criticized for failing

to collect and analyze data for purposes of a systematic assessment of

program effectiveness. In 1952, Booz-Allen-Hamilton stated in its report:

"An important and basic part of the vocational
rehabilitation and education program has been neglected.
There is no real measure of the programs' effectiveness...
No one has any real idea of how much and in what way
the education programs have actually benefitted veterans. ,19

In 1956 the Bradley Commission commented, "...the data gathered relate largely

to administrative operations and do not give a basis for gauging needs or for

analyzing the effectiveness of the programs."2(/

The VA continues to be primarily interested in data on veteran enroll-

ments and exhaustion of entitlement. It does not collect data on completion

rates of veterans in the various programs. It does not record and compile

information on veterans' complaints in a systematic way. It apparently does

not collect data on socioeconomic star.. mf veterans as they enter and

complete programs of training, or data on actual employment obtained as it

relates to training received. Since 1972 the VA has conducted a special

longitudinal study which it believes in several years will provide useful data

on course completion and socioeconomic characteristics of the veteran popu-

lation.

In all fairness. it must be pointed Out that the VA concept of its

mission comes into play on this issue. Interviews of the ageny's personnel

disi:lose the widespread and strongly held view that he VA does collect what

111.167 0- 73 19
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data is necessary for providing service to veterans. The view seems to be

that, given the limited resources for administering the programs, priority

must be given to "serving veterans" rather than "purifying statistics."

While there can be no quarrel with the VA's emphasis on serving veterans.

the dichotomy implied by the arpment may be too ...'iarply drawn. It is not

self-evident that the focus on serving veterans precludes such information

gathering as will enable careful assessment of the actual effectiveness of

the programs. On the contrary. it seems that improvement of the Service

function requires such data collection and analysis.

eduaatlion Po'ic-Making within the VA

The VA has been criticized from the beginning of the World War II period

for failing to secure employees with proper education background, and for

failing to coordinate its policy-making with other agencies. particulary the

U.S. Office of Education.

While recognizing that "the task of assembling in a short period of

time Sufficient trained personnel to operate the vocational rehabilitation

and education service of the VA was tremendous," the 1951 House Select

Committee to Investigate the Education and Training Program under the GI

Bill concluded that there had been little progress in that regard over the

six year's of the program. The Report stated:

"Through all echelons of the VA framework the committee
has found personnel lacking the education and experience
necessary to qualify them as administrators of an educational
program."21

That same report criticized the VA for failing to seek advice and to coordin-

ate its efforts with "established educational groups."22 While some coordin-

ation has been sought through the establishment of the Advisory Committee

(mandated by law) and the Federal Interagency Committee on EDucation (FICE).
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there is little evidence of real progress in this matter.

As recently as 1972. this same concern was expressed by the National

Advisory Council On Extension and Continuing Education:

"Many of the decisions which had to be made originally
in interpreting the Gi Bill were highly legal and technical
in nature...It would seem reasonable to assume that most of
the legal 'bugs' have been shaken out of the system...
Nonetheless, adjudicators continue to handle questions
affecting the administration of education and training
benefits...The absence of enough individuals with education
experience who have either routine or periodic input into
the administration of the education benefits program is a
serious problem. This problem is aggravated by the fact that
few education associations are involved in the planning and
policy apparatus of the VA - to the extent that such
apparatus exists... There appears to be minimum input into
the formulation of VA education and training policies and
practices by individuals and groups outside the VA." 23

The Processing of Education Claims at VA Regional Offices

The actual delivery of benefits to veterans involves the processing

function at VA Rejional Offices. where applications from veterans are

received, claims folders are established, adjudication occur . and payments

of education allowances are authorized. It is at this level the Central

Office directives must be implemented. and, in the final analysis, the

policies of the VA must be made to work.

The 1972 organization change separated Education from Compensation and

Pensirn at the Central Office only. As a result. no sparate processing

function concentrates on education claims, but rather the adjudication

divisions of Regional Offices are responsible for all processing, Operation-

ally. Regional Offices often "cross-train" personnel to attain maximum

flexibility in use personnel.

Processing includes several stages - mail room processing. correspon-

dence clerks, adjudication clerks. adjudicators, and input clerks. According

to VA Central Office personnel, the fundamental problem with processing is

ZS9
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"fragmentation of function" - "people just don't have the big picture." Claims

folders, established by the correspondence clerks, are moved "in mass made"

through the various stages, and there is often a real problem in locating a

particular veteran's folder when a problem arises which requires individual

attention.

Problem of Late Paymants

In the main, the VA has served most veterans well, processing their educa-

tion applications and claims efficiently, and enabling prompt disbursement of

educational assistance allowances to veteran recipient4. However, there have

always been instances of operational inefficiency associated with the

processing function.

It is not possible to determine
comparability over the three Conflict

periods of this aspect of administration of benefits. It appears that the VA

has never, and does not presently, compile and maintain statistical records

on the percentage of payments which are delayed in processing and rade late.

Further, fluctuating workloads over the years, and varying productivity and

performance levels of different Regional Offices preclude a precise and

ac irate comparability assessment.
Several points can be made, however, on

the basis of available evidence.

A VA Management Engineering Study
in 1971, carried out at ten Regional

Offices, determined that 85 percent of the veterans' complaints reviewed

concerned late receipt of payment. This suggests that aspects of veterans'

contact with the VA which the veterans feel are unacceptable most often

involves "inappropriate actions in the processing stages."24

Interviews with VA personnel at both the Central Office and Regional

Office levels indicate that
in many Regional Offices as many as 8 to 10

1r %CI
a.7
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percent of the education checks may be issued late because of a variety

of problems in processing.

Persons in organizations serving veterans feel that "when the word

gets out" that their checks may arrive late, many veterans (especially dis-

advantaged veterans) are discouraged from participating in the education

benefits program.

Full responsibility for all delays in payments cannot be charged to the

VA since some contributing factors are beyond the agency's control. It

appears that a persistent problem over the years has been the failure of

some schools to promptly certify the enrolled veterans as students of their

schools. Since a certificate of enrollment is necessary for a veteran to

receive payment of his educational assistance allowance, such action by schools

causes delays in processing. Data are not available to allow a statement

of comparability over the three Conflict periods, since the VA does not keep

records on tardiness of reporting by schools.

Improvements in the Processing Function

Several changes have been made or are currently under review by the VA

which are intended to reduce delays in processing and to facilitate and im-

prove service to veterans.

Effective May 1973, the "Application for Program of Education or Train-

ing" and the "Enrollment Certification" are attached in a single form. This

is a simplification of the previous "two-step" procedure by which a veteran

would obtain his certificate of eligibility from the VA and than enroll and

be certified as a student by the school. It is anticipated that the simplifi-

cation will reduce delays in both steps and improve service to veterans.

As a result of experiments conducted in recent months, a new "team

291
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aproach" or "unit processing mode" has been proposed which would consolidate

several of the stages of processing at the Regional Offices. It is hoped that

such an approach would decrease the fragmentation which currently exists.

and provide for better consultation on individual veterans' problems. The

proposal is currently under review in the VA.

It is contemplated by the VA that by 1975 there will be an on-line

computer system with terminals in all Regional Offices involved with process-

ing. and that this will enable maximum efficiency in the processing function.

An "information retrieval" system is Manned whereby it will be possible to

"reply to most inquiries without the delay caused when a veteran's folder

must be located in order to check the paper records."25 The general concept

of the computer has been approved, and the VA is currently working in the

design effort; but it remains possible that the project could be abandoned

for reasons of cost.

Advance. P,:iiment Program

A veteran who has been accepted by a school nay apply for advance

payment cr" his education allowance; effective August 1. 1973 the advance

payment checks are being sent by the VA. in effect, two monthly allowances

are paid in advance so that a down payment on tuition can be made with

minimum burden on the veteran enrollee. It is expected that the late pay-

ment problem will be largely eliminated for those veterans participating in

the program, and it is hoped that "the word will get out" about this program,

thus encouraging participation in education programs by disadvantaged veterans.

Several problems which were unanticipated by the VA have emerged in

the early stages of this program. First. it appears that several schools are

refusing to participate out of reluctarce to receive the checks directly and
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become liable for their lass. Second, it appears that many veterans are

reluctant to participate since they fear that when the checks are sent to

the schools, no refund will be forthcoming to the veteran. Personnel at the

Baltimore Regional Office asserted that the fear is unfounded, out apparently

widespread -- instead of the expected two-thirds participation rate, as of

July 26, 1973, only about one-third of the veterans who could have received

the advance payment had applied for it.

It appears that these new or still pending changes in administrative

procedures are progressive moves toward better service to veterans. It is too

early, of course, to assess their effectiveness. A problem has arisen with

respect to these progressive directives by the Central Office. Charged with

implementing the directives and instructions, Regional Office personnel often

encounter complications caused by the many changes. It appears that many of

the instructions create new problems in processing even as they attempt to

resolve the existing problems.

Z93
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Coordination with Other Organizations and Agencies

Efficiency in the administration of veterans' education benefits is

affected by coordination of various groups and agencies which are involved in

serving veterans. In 1952, Boor -Allen stated:

The program needs the cooperation of (1) veterans;
(2) training establishments and institutions, (3) suppliers
of materials and services; (4) other governmental agencies,
State and local as well as Federal; and (5) labor unions,
trade associations, and other such civic groups...

In the face of these needs, little evidence is shown of
formulating a positive, constructive basic policy governing
outside relations for vocational rehabilation and education...
Rather, the policy has been to sit back and weather storms of
criticism in the hope that the flurry would subside, as
generally it has.

"However, each charge has left its scars..."

There is no standard formula by which coordination between VA and other

groups can be evaluated. The need for closely coordinated efforts varies with

the type of problem, the extent of overlapping missions of the service groups,

and the availability of_resources.

It is clear, however, that the VA has only developed a limited construc-

tive basic for coordination with outside groups. Its approach to coordina-

tion has basically been characterized by an, ad hoc approach to sloving

problems as they ar:ce.

There is some evidence that VA has increased its effort to coordinate

with other veterans service groups in recent years. Therefore, a consideration

of the efficeincey of administration of benefits by the VA calls for an

examination of some aspects of its working relationship with outside groups.

Some areas such as State and local governments and educational associations

have been excluded due to a lack of significant data.

The Educat'Llon Communi*

Public Law 89-358, Section 1792 calls for an advisory committee to advise

t
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the Administrator on programmatic and administrative matters and to formulate

corrective and amendatory legislation ?6 This committee. under several differ-

ent titles. dates hack to the first GI Bill.

Only three months after the passage of P.L. 346 the Administrator

formed the Administrator's Special Committee on Vocational Rehabilitation,

Education and Training Problems. The four members were Administrative officials

at four major universities. They met in early September 1944 and immediately

recommended to expand the committee to represent small institutions, vocational

and pbulic school training and junior colleges. Throughout the World War II

period the Committee dealt basically with legislative recommendations and

administrative problems in dealing with educational institutions.

P.L. 550 added the Commissioner of Education and the Director, Bureau of

Apprenticeship, Department of Labor as ex-officio members to thp committee.

Another expansion in 1953 added representatives of the American Federation of

Labor and the Congress of Industrial Organizations. In 1952 the name was

changed to the Administrator's Vocational Rehabilitation and Education Advis-

ory Committee. Harvey Higley. the new Administrator, also changed the commit-

tee's role to one of reviewing pending legislation. The Bradley Commission in

1956, stated that, "One of the promising signs of sounder administration is

the apparently stronger role in policy formulation now played by the Adminis-

trator's advisory committee on education, in contrast to the secondary place

and continual overruling of its predecessors."27 Around this time an arrange-
.

ment was worked out whereby the committee could report directly to appropriate

committees in Congress. The committee had reported directly to the Administra-

tor.

As the Korean period was drawing to a close the committee began focus-

ing on the effects of the education and training programs. Much effort was
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spent on proposing, designing, and attempting to find funding for a study

of the effectiveness of these programs. The committee was not successful in

obtaining the funds for the study,

During the Vietnam period the committee has met infrequently. In 1972

the National Advisory Council on Extension and Continuing Education described

-the present status of the committee as "more inactive than active" and added:

"Its membership is not specified by law, nor its size.
It presently has eleven members, although it periodically
has had more or fewer members. Vacancies, therefore, can
never be said to exist. Members are selected by the Admin-

istrator, who is not an official member of the Committee.
The Committee members in turn elect a Chairman from among

their own ranks.
In theory, at least, the responsiblity is to aid the

Administrator in the formulation of vocational rehabilita-
tion and education priorities and policies. This responsi-
bility is difficult to implement, however, when the Commit-
tee meets as infrequently, as it does (about twice a year),

with no working agenda, no stated mission,And at the dis-
cretion of the Administrator or Chairman."40

The 1972 Amendments to the GI Sill added veteran representativ2s of World

War II, the Korean conflict era, the post Korean conflict era, and the Vietnam

Era to the committee membership. The committee's title was changed in 19/2 to

the Administrators' Education and Rehabilitation Advisory Committee, in line

with an administrative reorganization, Its first major task was to arrange

for the present study, as described in Sect. 413 of P.L. 92-540.

It appears that the committee's most effective periods were during the

Korean era and the post World War II period. Although the committee was more

active during the post World War II period, it was the perception of the

Bradley, Commission that had a greater influence on decision-making during

the Korean period. Although the Vietnam period the committee has been rela-

tively inactive. It appears to be headed for a more vital role since it was

reor.ianized early in 1973. Table details this activity level.

!A;
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Table 67

1944-1951

Number of Years

a

Number of Meetings

31

Total Number of Days Met

73

1952-1959 8 24 32

1960-1965 6 7 7

1966 -

July 1973 7 1/2 11 12

Although the Advisory Committee may have played an important 'le, at

least during the Korean period, it has not been an effective co .Ling

mechanism with the educational community.

There has been an Educational Liaison in the Adjudication Division of

the Regional Offices during all three periods. His major responsibilities

have been two-fold: (1) To act as a liaison between the VA and the state ed-

ucation authorities on matters relating to the inspection, approval, and

supervision of educational institutions and training establishments and (2)

to answer questions and aid educational institutions in understanding regula-

tions and procedures, filing forms, and other administrative matters. In this

latter capacity, Educational Liaisons in some of the Regional Offices have

been organizing regional meetings for educational personnel who deal with the

processing of VA forms or other administrative matters pertaining to veterans.

The contact between the Educational Liaison and the educational institu-

tions has fluctuated over the three periods. During the World War II period

there was a greater degree of interaction due to the high level of questions

and complaints incurred by the direct payment of tuition to the institution.

This dropped during the Korean period. The level of interaction is presently

rising due to programs such as Free Entitlement, Advance Payment, and Veterans'

Cost-of Instruction.

297
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Basically the Educational Liaison serves to solve problems and facilitate

administrative matters.

Department Of Defense. Historically, the VA and the Department of Defense

have maintained a working relationship to the benefit of the veteran. The VA

is provided by DOD with lists of separatees, containing considerable demo-

graphic information, enabling the VA to more effectively aid the individual

veteran.

The VA has, since 1970, been engaged in a program of cooperation with

DOD to assure the effective operation of Project Transition and the Predis-

charge Education Program (PREP) in counseling and training servicemen prior

to their return to civilian life. The VA provides assistance to both programs

in the form of professional counseling to the serviceman on training or educa-

tion in addition to seeking releases from duty for servicemen to pursue at

least half of the time required for a full-time program. it is the responst-

blity of DOD, and specifically the base education officer, to reach and

motivate those veterans who may benefit from training under PREP or TRANSITION.

The Inter-service and Agency Coordinating Committee on In-service Veterans

Educational Benefits was authorized by Section 1697A ;,f Title 38 U.S. Code

and to coordinate VA and DOD's efforts. It began operation at the beginning

of 1973. The main function of this committee is to identify problems and issues

involving the PREP. Results of this recent coordination between VA and DOD

(Interagency Coordinating Committee) have yielded evaluative suggestions for

the improvement of PREP.

Office Of education. Relations between the VA and the office of Education have

been minimal although they are presently increasing. A report of a House

Select Committee in 1951 stated that:

288
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"There is little eviderce which indicates that the
Veterans Administration sought the advice and assistance
of established educational groups in orgadlzing the Voca-
tional Rehabilitation and Education Service and establish-
ing its policy. Infect, officials of the United States Office
of Education have stated that they have no knowledge of any
contacts or inquires from the Veterans Administration which.,
would utilize the facilities or experience of that agency. "29

P.L. 82-550 wrote into law a greater cooperation between the VA and the

office of Education. It made the Commissioner of Education an ex-officio

member of the Administrator's Advisory Committee. He also became responsi-

ble for establishing a list of accrediting agencies and helping the VA to

work with State agencies in the approval of courses, institutions, and

establishments. OE and VA personnel jointly reviewed State plans for course

and institutional approval but this type of cooperation was limited because

of Congress' failure to appropriate funds to carry out such programs. The

Bradley Commission concluded in 1956 that, ". the rather large role for

the office in the operation of P.L.550 apparently contemplated by the Congress

has not come about." 30

During the Vietnam period, the communication and cooperation between

the two agencies has increased. With the establishment in 1973 of the Veterans

Program Unit in the Office of Education a greater degree of informal communcia-

tion mists between the two agencies. The OE and VA worked cooperatively in

FY 1971 and FY 1972 in the Overseas Team Representatives. They also worked

jointly in developing the regulations for the Veterans Cost-of-Instruction

orogram, administered by OE. Representatives of the OE and VA sit on many of

the subcomittees and task forces of the Federal Interagency Committee on Ed-

ucation. At the regional level the VA and OE exchange information pamphlets

and other materials to distribute to interested veterans. Also the Commissioner

of Education has a seat on the VA's Administrator's Advisory Committee but
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Department Of. lAbor.The coordination between the Department of Labor and the

VA appears to be continuing and extensive at the national and local level.

Between 1944 and 1947 the VA and the Employment Service of the Department of

Labor maintained an informal relationship yet coordinated their counseling,

training and placement services. During this period the VA was a major con-

tributor to the development of the Occupational Outlook Handbook.

Cooperation extended further than just the Handbook. In 1947 a formal

agreement was drawn up between the Employment Service and VA. This agree-

ment was reaffirmed and expanded in 1955 and 1967. The agreements cover the

referral of veterans. the exchange of local labor market and training

opportunity information. and the coordination of efforts to aid in the coun-

seling, training, and placement of disabled veterans.

All of these a7e statements or agreements made at an administrative level.

It was impossible to judge how effective this coordination was at a local

level. There has also been a liaison between the VA and Bureau of Apprentice-

ship and Training, of the Department of Labor. From 1952 to 1972 the Director

of the Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training was an ex-officio member of the

Administrator's Advisory Committee. The 1972 Amendments to the P.L. 386 change

the representatives to the Administrator, Manpower Administration, Depart-

ment of Labor, who sends a designated representative. The VA has also worked

with the Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training on the approval of Federal

agency on-the-job training programs.

Other. Under P.L. 346 and P.L. 550.the Bradley Commission attempted to review

the area of coordination with other Federal agencies and concluded that:

"Federal interdepartmental coordination of veterans' matters
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exists to some extent but is not clearly defined and examples
are difficult to locate. Numerous briefing sessions conducted
for the Commission staff by various Federal departments (includ-
ing Defense, Labor, VA, Health, Education, and Welfare) produced
no evidence of systematic coordination and virtually no mention
of the subject."1

The Commission did go on to cite several examples that were basically ad

hoc procedures to resolve specific problems. The limited coordination of the

VA Rating Schedule Board with the Department of Defense on technical provis-

ions of the schedule was one example. The Coordinator of Veterans' Affairs on

the White House staff, which had been eliminated prior to 1956. was annthPr.

Effective coordination was found in the relationship with the Department of

Health, Education and Welfare in the area of exchange of medical information.

special services to incapacitated beneficiaries. informing potential benefic-

iaries and implementing P.L. 83-761. The cooperation between the VA and the

Corps of Engineers. Department of the Army proved "invaluable" for the

hospital construction program.

Presently the same type of ad hoc problem-oriented linkages exist. Add-

itions to these efforts have been made in the form of actural formal agree-

ments and establishment of interagency committees.

The cooperation between the VA and the Rehabilitation Services Adminis-

tration, Social Rehabilitation Service, Department of Health. Education. and

Welfare is one of these more formal agreements. This is an expansion of the

effective coordination effort with the Department of Health. Education and

Welfare cited by the Commission. A formal agreement was signed in 1946. 1956,

and again in 1971.

VA representatives are also on committees such as the Committee on

Minority Business in the Department of Commerce, the Presidents' Committee

on the Employment of the Handicapped, and a number of the subcommittees and
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task forces of the Federal Interagency Committee on Education plus the

Committee itself. Limited time prevented any investigation into the VA role

on these committees and their effectiveness as coordinating mechanisms.

The VA also has a working relationship with a variety of Federal Agencies

that focus on specific problems. In approving courses in foreign schools the

VA works with the Department of State Foreign Service, the Office of Education's

Comparative Education Branch, and many others such as foreign ministries of

education, U.S. medical residency boards,etc. The VA has worked with the

Environmental Protection Agency to develop training programs for waste water

treatment plant operators so as to insure veteran eligibility. The Federal

Aviation Administration and the VA exchange information on flight schools,

flight training, and FAA regulations and standards. The VA cooperates with

the Department of Agriculture in disseminating information on educational

assistance for persons pursuing a farm cooperative training program. The VA

participates in the coordinated enforcement procedures of the prohibition

against discrimination. Lastly the VA and Small Business Administration have

cooperatively worked on implementing the liberalization of the criteria under

which a veteran may qualify for an SBA loan.

These linkages in both working relationships and committee representa-

tion are numerically greater than during the World War II or Korean period.

An exceptional instance of coordination is the VA's role in the President's

Jobs for Veterans Program. As a member of the government steering committee

the VA helped coordinate the efforts of the Federal Agencies. The VA also added

its own efforts to the program. In coordination with the Department of Labor.

the VA initiated a mailing to veterans who had been collecting unemployment

comporsation for 3 months or mare encouraging them to use their benefits. The

VA also began its OJT Outreach program to develop training opportunities for
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veterans. The OJT Outreach effort has been well coordinated with the local

Employment Service offices. In addition the VA placed extra emphasis on the

participation in and sponsoring of Job Marts and Community Assistance

programs by USVAC's and Regional Offices.

Although the VA actively participated in this cooperative effort it

was upon the direction and leadership of the Nixon Administration and in

reaction to an unemployment problem of almost crisis proporticn. The Admin-

istration has not given the same prior'ty and leadership in the area of

education and training and the VA has not taken the initiative to organize

and coordinate the efforts in this area. The VA's role in the Jobs For Vets

effort does, however, demonstrate its capability and capacity to actively

coordinate effectively with other agencies.

Local Organizationa

The VA has had good local level coordination with the Employment Service

and the .eterans service organizations. Relations with the Employment Service

were detailed previously.

The nature and extent of cooperation between the VA and the service

organizations at local, regional, and national levels has been virtually un-

changed since the World War II period. The continuing close liason between

the VA and the veterans groups over the sears has undoubtedly facilitated the

provision of benefits to veterans of all three conflict periods. The number

of individual service officers and organizations recognized b} the VA,

however, has not grown since the Worla War II period.

Service organizations which are "recognized" and individual service

officers who are "accredited" by the VA are extended every possible form of

assistance. The VA pays tuition and expenses for the training of service

21.-167 0 - 73 3titi
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officers. It provides up-to-date copies of laws, regulations, circulars ana

other relevant publications, plus copies of relevant information to repre-

sentatives handling veterans claims. It even provides free office space to

service organizations at VA offices. Service organization representatives

are often invited to attedn VA briefings as well as counselor training

sessions. VA representatives often attend service organization meetings and

conferences to provide information and to exchange ideas.

Service organizations are also provided with monthly DOD separations

lists as well as special "outreach" lists of veterans who have not completed

high school. Local posts utilize these lists in their efforts to inform

veterans of their educational and other benefits. Except for these organiza-

tions coordination at the local level has been at the discretion of the field

office and has varied from office to office to office. There are no standard

operating procedures. no guide lines and no national leadership to stimulate

coordination on the regional and local levels.

Some policy statements have come out of the Central Office to "explore

the potential" for making USVAC services available to Neighborhood Centers

or "establish communication" with officials of the Concentrated Employment

Program. They do not represent a clear and direct policy towards coordination

but a vague directive lost into a constant flow of circulars.

It was not possible to evaluate the degree of coordination that actually

existed or exists at the local level. It is clear however, that with the

plethora of community and service programs that exist at the local level, it

would be beneficial to the veteran and the VA to have a clear and active

policy on coordinating services.
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Sur imar

There are few clear cut patterns in the area of coordination. The VA has

built working cooperative relationships with some agencies and organizaations.

With some of the Federal Agencies that have less interface with the VA, the

working relationship meets the needs of the common concerns. Yet in other

areas such as with educational institutions or local level community services,

the effort appears placative. There are also examples of decline in the coordina-

tion effort. The VA's role in the Jobs For Vets effort does, however, demons-

trate its capability and capacity to actively coordinate effectively with other

agencies.

Overall, the VA continues to place major emphasis on ad hoc problem-

oriented coordination. This type of coordination is reactive, usually in

response to a specific problem situation. The lack of a "positive, constructive

basic policy" that is cited by Booz-Allen-Hamilton, still continues. This is

most evident with the lack of a clear directive for contact and coordination

with local level programs which stands in vivid contrast to the coordination

with the traditional veterans organizations. The VA has responded to many of

the earlier criticisms of ti,: lack of cor dination and placed representatives

on a variety of interagency committees. Now effective these are as a form of

coordination and influence on VA policy is difficult to judge. The lines of

communication are at least formally open. These linkages are a move towards a

constructive policy.

In general, the VA has increased its effort to coordinate with other

groups serving veterans. A more active, concerted effort, though, would

greatly increase the effectiveness of services rendered to veterans and more

fully utilize the existing wealth of resources at the national, regional, and

local levels.
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State Approving Agencies. After the passage of the World War II GI Bill,

various pieces of legislation increased the accessibility of educational

opportunities to veterans by liberalizing the eligibility requirements and

expanding the definition of allowable activities. Increased accessibility,

however, brought forth an increase in institutions, without.a correspond-

ing system of quality control. The State Approving Agencies, designated to

assess the educational quality of courses in institutions and establishments

and approve them for veterans, were confrontei by a lack of funds and

standards. This led to abuses, particularly among proprietary institutions

below the college level. To correct this situation, standards and require-

ments were legislated and sufficient funds were allocated to reimburse the

State Approving Agencies for their services.

In 1973, there were 6,594 schools (5,036 of which were proprietary

institutions) which offered occupational programs &nd were approved by the

State Approving Agencies for veteransq In this same year, $10.6 million was

available to reimburse the State Approving Agencies for their services.33

However, there is no way to determine whether or not this

money was wisely spent. The VA, prohibited from exerting any control over the

keproving Agencies, has done very little to even compile information that

would allow an accurate assessment of the performance of the State Approving

Agencies.

The U.S. Office of Education, responsible for determining which institu-

tions are eligible for Federal funds for education, does not rely on the

approvals of State Approving Agencies for determining eligibility.34 This

suggests that the quality of the performance of State Approving Agencies is

neither high nor uniformly reliable.
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History

When P.L. 346 was passed on June, 1944 it had been designed to provide

education or training that was impeded, delayed, interrupted or interfered

with, or a refresher course to those who served in the Armed Forces during

World War II. Underlying the bill was the fundamental proposition set forth

by the Armed Forces Committee on Post-War Educational Opportunities for

Service Personnel in 1943,

"...The primary purpose of any educational arrangements
which we may recommend should be to meet a national need
growing out of the aggregate educational shortages which are
being created by the war...We have regarded any benefits which
may bt extended to the individuals in the process as incidental."33

This legislation was seen as a mechanism for providing readjustment

benefits to veterans and to meet a national shortage created by the war. It

was not to provide educational benefits to all veterans: consequently, the

legislation had a narrow scope of benefits and opportunities. In that the

law was designed to aid a small number of veterans, many of the provisions

were loosely defined and lacked a rigid set of requirements and standards.

An example of this can be seen through the definition of the types of course

and school that a veteran could select:

"...any eligible person...is entitled to such course of
education or training, full time or...in part-time training,
as he may elect, and at any approved educational or training
institution at which he chooses to enroll, whether or not
located in the State in which he resides, which will accept
or retain him as a student or trainee in any field or branch
of knowledge which such institution finds him qualified to
undertake or pursue..."36

This provision in P.L. 346 gave a veteran the maximum freedom to choose what

kind of education or training he desired and where he chose to pursue it. The

only major requirement was that the institution or establishment be one that

was approved.
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The Approving Funotion

Mouse Committee P.L. No. 210, from the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs,

1950, defined an approved institution as:

"...one which has been approved by the appropriate agency
of the State, or the Administrator, as qualified and equipped
to furnish education or training,ito such eligible veterans who
may elect to enroll therein..." -"

The Congress, through this provision recognized the right of the States to

evaluate and supervise educational institutions and establishments within

their borders and gave the States the primary responsibility for the approval

of schools and courses for veterans. Thus, the Administrator of Veterans'

Affairs, immediately after the passage of the bill wrote to the governor of

each State and territory and requested that an agency be designated to approve

educational and training institutions and courses for veterans 3B As stated

in P.L. 346 the Administrator was to:

"...secure from the appropriate agency of each State a
list of the educational and training institutions (including
industrial establishments) within such jurisdiction, which
are qualified and equipped to furnish education or training..." 39

In the .zajority of States, the governor designatei the State Department of

Education to carry out the approving functions. The remaining States desig-

nated these functions to other boards and commissions.

In 1945, P.L. 190 was passed and considerably liberalized the GI Bill by

extending the period of eligibility for benefits, and liberalized conditions

of enlistment and service.40 This had the effect of enabling more veterans to

take advanage of educational benefits, and their numbers quickly increased.

Later that year P.L. 268 which substantially amended several provisions of

the original GI Bill was passed. The most striking feature of this bill was

the removal of the requirement to show that one's education was interrupted

by service. Moreover, it removed the age limit and extended the course
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initiation and terminiation dates. It also authorized short intensive course

of less than thirty weeks.41 All of these features opened up the opportuni-

ties for profit, since it became apparent that hundreds and thousands of

veterans would now be eligible for educational benefits. Almost overnight,

thousands of institutions sprung up (see Tables 68 and 69).

Immediately abuses increased, particularly in the profit-making institutions.

House Report No. 210 from the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs, 1950, and

the report of the General Accounting Office to the House Committee on Veterans'

Affairs, 1951 discuss in detail abuses which characterized the operation of

the program in profit schools. Some of these abuses were:

"1. Inaccuracies in cost and attendance data.

2. Excessive payments for subsistence.

3. Establishment of dummy corporations.
4. Duplication in the issuance of supplies.

S. Promotional schemes to increase enrollment.

6. Attempts to obtain excessive profits.
7. Unethical influence of,,Veterans' Administration

and State officials."44

The State approving agencies, originally certain that they would be able to

handle the approval process successfully, found themselves overwhelmed. In

a discussion in the Bradley Commission Peport,

"...some concern was expressed about "opening up" tne law
for fear fly-by-night shcools would be established. It
was generally agreed, however, that the State approval
(approving) agencies could and would be established. (How-
ever.) the effect of the forces brought to bear on the
State Approval Agencies was such as to make it imposs-
ible for all but a few of them to do a satisfactory job
of fulfilling their function as set forth in P.L. 346."

(The term a royal and approving are used interchange-
ably throughout £Fie literature: however, the correct
term as set fortr' in P.L. 550 and subsequent legislation
is State Approving Agency.)43

Probiema Confronting the State Approving Agencies

In addition to the number of institutions that were established and their

abuses, there were several factors that added to the problems confronting the
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Table 68: NUMBER OF EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS ON THE APPPROVED
LIST ON OCTOBER 31, 1949 WHICH WERE ESTABLISHED

SUBSEQUENT TO JUNE 22, 1944
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State Approving Agencies:

Lack of Funds. P.L. 346 did not provide funds for these agencies. Some states

chose to fund their agencies while others did not. The immediate result of

the lack of funds was that some states moved slowly to perform their functions.

According to the Bradley Commission Report:

"In general, they felt that since this was a Federal program
for veterans and because Federal funds were not provided to
the states, let the Federal Goverjment's agent--The Veterans'
Administration--worry about it.""

Some states, then established standards and criteria, while others gave blanket

approval to all schools, without even an initial inspection.45

Lack of Criteria for Approval and Minimum Standards. P.L. 346 did not estab-

lish criteria for approval of schools by State Approving Agencies: this

resulted in little uniformity among State Approving Agencies it the develop-

ment of policies and procedures for approval of schools. Some states publish-

ed standards and criteria, while others did not. A school might receive

approval in one state but would be unacceptale in another state,46

Naw 44gigatlIon

With the recognition of thes problems came new legislation. P.L. 679,

approved in 1946, established criteria for approval of on-the-job training

establishments and authorized the Administrator to reimburse State Agencies

for expenses incurred in carrying out this function.47 P.L. 377, approved

in 1947, involved the setting uo of allowances in tuition rates to the State

or local agencies for supervision of agricultural training.4 P.L. 610.

approved in 1950, provided for the VA to reimburse State Agencies for inspec-

tion and supervision of proprietary profit schools, defined avocational and

recreational courses and provided minimum attendance requirements for veterans
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pursuing trade or technical courses below the college leve1.49 P.L. 550

in the Korean program put forth detailed provisions of standards for approval

of courses. Among these provisions as listed in the Bradley Connission Report

were:

"1. Prohibition of avocational and recreational courses.
2. Prohibition of courses for veterans if the course has not been

in operation for two years.
3. Prohibition of courses offered by profit schools unless 15 percent

of the enrollees are nonveterans.
4. Detailed criteria for the approval of accredited and nonaccredited

courses.
5. Definition of a full-time course." 5°

Vivided Adminiotrativa Authority

All of the legislation set forth fairly rigid standards and criteria for

State Approving Agencies. However, rules and regulations are of little signif-

icance if not vigorously enforced.

P.L. 346 made special efforts to protect the rights of States to assess

the quality of education in institutions within their borders. In fact,

P.L. 346 as a amended states:

"The Veterans Administration is expressly prohibited by law
from exercising any control or supervis on over a State Approval
Agency or an educational institution."7

Even though this gave the VA no enforcement powers, it nevertheless had to

rely upon the State agency's decisions on the quality of education as well

as spend sizable sums of money for agencies over which the VA basically had

no control. Moreover, there was still major concern over the quality of non-

accredited courses below the college level.

"the law contemplates that States will withdraw approval
where such action is warranted and notify the Veterans
Administration promptly of any action taken which affects
the program. However, there is no provision for enforce-
ment of such actions by the Federal Government...The intent
of Congress to maintain States' control over the educational
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systems in their jurisdiction is understandable. However,
it is recognized that Congress clearly holds the Veterans
Administration responsible for the custodianship and
proper use of Federal funds expended for the veterans'
educational program. As t'ie situation now stands,the
Veterans Administration does not have adequate authority
to discharge this responsibility promptly and properly."'

This statement was made in a Management Survey of Activities of the VA by the

firm of Booz-Allen-Hamilton in 1952. VA Regulations from 1966 give the VA

authority to "...determine whether the State Approving Agencies under the

terms of contract or reimbursement agreements are complying with the standards

and provisions of the law.S3 However, there is little evidence to suggest that

the VA can determine what the State Approving Agencies are doing, or that the

VA can be assured of the quality of education particularly in proprietary

profit programs and courses. To understand why this is true, it is necessary

to explain the State Approving system as it functions today. for the Vietnam

era veteran.

'tat, Approvind Ajanoiva :1,Julay

The State Approving Agencies are responsible for insuring the quality of

education of courses taken by veterans. These approving agencies are designa-

ted by the governors of each state; if there are two state agencies, the

responsibility of approving institutional training and education usually is

given to the State Department of Education, while apprenticeship and other

on-the-job training programs are given to the State Department of Labor.54

There were, in Fiscal Year 1973, 71 agencies under contract with the VA. These

agencies are reimbursed for their services. These services are based on a formula

which calls for an average of one visit to an Institution of Higher Learning, and

2 1/2 visits to all other institutions and programs annually. A breakdown of

estimated and actual costs shows a Fiscal Year 1973 estimated cost of $10.6 million

for these agencies (see Table 70).
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Table 70: ESTIMATED AND ACTUAL PAYMENTS TO STATE ADPROVING AGENCIES,
1947-55, 1966-73

Fiscal

Year
Ending.

June 30 Estimated Actual

1947 NA $2,638,090

1948 NA 4,579,420

1949 NA 4,586,749

1950 NA 3,181,031

1951 NA 2,401,956

1952 NA 2,318,483

1953 NA 2,043,053

1954 NA 2,327,210

1955 NA 2,457,552

1966 $ 190,000 262,875

1967 1,515,000 1,079,473

1968 1,700,000 1,898,893

1969 2,900,000 2.817.561

1970 4,200,000 3,709.339

1971 5.600,000 4,839,951

1972 8,000,000 6,387,238

1973 10,665,000 8,853,983

Source: Compiled from text table of Bradley Commission,
Part IX (8). p. 21 and data from Office of Research
and Statistics, VA, August 2, 1973.
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The State approving system is confusing and complicated, because each State

functions autonomously and independently of any national standards. In add-

ition, the States decide whether there will be one agency to approve courses,

or several, and what their duties and obligations are. Each State performs

two functions. It licenses schools to operate (or exempts them from licensing),

and approves schools for veterans. In some States. such as Maryland. the lic-

ensing and approval standards are the same for all institutions in order for

4 school to operate it must meet the same standards that have been set for

veterans. Other states. schools are licensed using one set of criteria, and

approval based on other criteria. Licensing may merely require an application

and fee for a license. which then becomes the determination of whether or not

school may operate, regardless of any educationa qualifications 55

The approval system operates loosely within the context of priva ;e

accreditation. In order to approve courses for veterans. the States may rely

on accreditation associations. It is up to the State to determine which and

how many accreditation associations it wishes to rely upon 56 The State also

can decide not to rely upon an accreditation assocation at all. If a school

is accredited, and its accreditation is accepted by the State Agency, it comes

under Section 1775 of Title 38. U.S.Code. Veterans' Benefits. 1973. This

approval requires the accredited institution' to transmit copies of its bulle-

tin to the State Agency and to keep adequate progress records of veterans.

Nonaccredited courses are subject to Section 1776 which sets forth criteria

to be met for courses: these criteria are oriented towards attendance verifi-

cation and record keepin9, and leave most of the quality control decisions

entirely up to the States.

Yet most of the criteria concerning educational quality are so vague that

they require broad interpretation by the agencies that are supposed to be
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guided by the criteria. For instance, one criterion for approval reads:

"The courses, curriculum, and instruction are consistent in

quality, content and length with similar courses in public

schools and other private schools in the State, with recog-

nized accepted standards.n57

But, these recognized, accepted standards can be those minimal standards that

the State used for licensing, which may be no more than the requirement of a

licensing fee. It is this system that has been under attack by the U.S. Office

of Education which questions the State Approval System as to its supervision

and assessment of institutions, for veterans and for nnn-veterans. In an

information bulletin from the Accreditation and Institutional Eligibility

staff, Office of Education, the statement is made that:

In a few States practically no public control is exercised

over the establishment of institutions with respect to their

educational legitimacy. In such states almost any person or

group can set up and operate an educational enterprise. grant-

ing diplomas and degrees of all kinds without any standards

regarding the availability of resources and equipment for a

sound program of instruction."58

With the States able to broadly interpret the law, the criteria do not appear

to be an accurate measure of the performance of State Approving Agencies. Nor

is there any evidence that the criteria are applied uniformly throughout the

States. The National Assocation of State Approving Agencies, organized in

1948, "to bring together the sovereign stateS in a concentrated effort to

improve avenues of providing better education and training for eligible vet-

erans
. 5 9 is a private, voluntary membership organization. It tries to

provide a framework within which States can work together to "...develop

improved standard; which would be generally uniform throughout the country

and...develop enough courage to enforce compliance. . 60 These statements from

a 1961 historical review of the National Association of State Approving

Agencies speak to the fact that within the organization, there are approvirj
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agencies that have not met their standards. however. it is not a regulatory

agency.

Since the criteria set forth in the law allowed broad interpretation,

and since there is no agency or coordinating body to apply the criteria

uniformly, it is difficult to measure the performance of the State Approving

Agencies. This derives from the relationship hetween the VA and the State

Approving Agencies.

The Hole of the Veterans Administrution

The VA is prohibited from interfering with educational quality. However,

the State Approving Agencies range widely in their enforcement powers, dili-

gence and capability. The result is a lack of control and also a lack of know-

ledge, of evaluation, of data, of assurance that veterans are getting fair

value for their time and money. The VA is not prohibited from collecting any

information that could be an indicator of performance. It is stated in Title

38, U.S.Code, Veterans' Benefits. 1973 that:

Each State Approving Agency shall furnish the Administrator
with a current list of educatic.nal institutions specifying
courses which it has approved, and in addition to such list
ft shall turnish such other information to the Administrator
as it and the Administrator may determine to be necessary
to carry out the purposes of this chapter...Each State Approv-
ing Agency shall notify the Administrator of the disapproval of
any course previously apprvved and shall set forth the reasons
for such disapproval."'

There is. at the present time. no published nationwide list of schools or

courses that have been approved, or schools that have lost their approval.62

All of these directives have been implemented on a State wide level. where

the regional offices of the V4 keep files and lists received from the State

Approving Agencies. Thus, in order to find out how many and what schools have

been approved and disapproved for what reasons,63 it would be necessary to
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contact each regional office for this information. Since the Central Office

of the VA does not have a consolidated list of approved schools or schools

that have lost their approval, it is difficult to determine whether or not

the regional offices have implemented this '.tatute.

Another useful source of information would be the compilation of complaints

against institutions of problems under the aegis of the approving agencies.

Again. this is handled on the Regional Office level. Complaints that come into

the Central Office or the Regional Offices are referred to the Approving

Agencies, which are adequately handled." This kind of information could be

particularly helpful indetermining whether a particular agency was function-

ing properly to assure the quality of education in an institution. A lack of

knowledge precludes a knowledgeable assessment of this.

The VA has maintained that there is no reason for them to keep this infor-

mation, since it is not their responsibility to measure the performance of

State Approving Agencies. Yet, the VA allocated $10.6 million in Fiscal Year

1973 to reimburse the State Approving Agencies to determine the quality of

education that a veteran receives and whether this education served to meet

the needs of veterans. A 1951 House Select Committee to Investigate Educa-

tional and Training Program Under the C! Bill reported that:

"It is well established that any governmental agency has a

primary and implicit duty, when disbursing tax money, to

supervise the use of those funds in a fashion which will

insure that the money is wisely and economically spent for

the purpose Congress intended. This duty is always present

regardless of the conditions."65

This statement was made to reflect a problem present in 1951, but in

1973 the same situation exists. There is no way to determine whether the VA

has insured that the money used to reimburse the State Approving Agencies was

wisely and economically spent, Moreover, the VA warns students to check on
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schools, particularly vocational and trade schools, as to their refund policies

and placement of graduates; The Federal Trade Commission issues similar warn-

ings, and the U.S. Office of Education does not accept the approval of State

Approving Agencies. In short, there remains more than a suspicion that the

State Approving Agencies are not an effective means of insuring the quality

of educational performance that is necessary to protect the veteran.

21-167 0 73 'AL
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APPENDIX B

THE VETERAN IN CALIFORNIA EDUCATION:

21-00 0 - 7, - as

A DESCRIPTION
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iNTRODUCTION

In the spring of 1972, the California State Scholarship and Loan Commission

and the four major segments of post-secondary education in the state, with

the assistance of the College Entrance Examination Board, conducted a study

of students enrolled in higher education in California. The reeults of this

studyl provide a general data base concerning the characteristics of students

in higher education in California. The survey also provides data on student

financial aid and student economics. Through the cooperation of the College

Entrance Examination Board, the data were reanalyzed to provide a subsidiary

report, in the same form, on that portion of the population who indicated that

they were veterans of the United States Armed Forces and/or were receiving

benefits under the GI Bill. The information from that Survey forms the basis

of this description of the veteran in higher education.

;IMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

1. The survey instruments were distributed in January and February and com-

pleted and returned in March and April. As such, the responses indicate in

large part how the students W finance their educations -- not how they might

have financed them had conditions and situations been different.

2. The respondents classified fcr this report as veterans undoubtedly include

some small number of widows and dependents who responded affirmatively to the

general question "estimate the amount of money you will receive during the

/Research Report Number 1. ptnaent ftespurnes §urvev Sacramento: California
State Scholarship and Loan Commission, 1972.

411



386

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

nine-month academic year from . . . GI Bill." It was not possible to separate

or positively identify this small number Of respondents from the special anal-

ysis.

3. The Survey instrument collects anonymous, unverified student responses.

As one would expect, some of the respondents expressed their displeasure at

being asked to respond to yet another questionnaire by providing answers that

demonstrated very creative impossibilities. The number of such responses was

small, and the internal consistency of the majority of questionnaires appear

to reflect honest efforts to answer the questions. Where external data were

available for comparison, the student responses grouped clocely around the

expected averages.

THE QUESTIOROIOE

The Survey instrument, known as the Student Resources Survey, contained a

core of 64 common questions. Some segments added a few additional questions

to obtain information unique to their needs. The first 10 questions collect

basic 4escripLive information (sex, age, marital status, etc.); the next three

general financial information (parental income, hours of employment, self-

support); the next five information about college expenses; the next 28 infer-

Lation about the sources of financial support available during the school year

(family, employment, personal savings, grants, loans, etc.); and the final 17

questions gather data about a variety of additional demographic and financial

c noiderations (academic achieveraaaL, plans for persistence, living arrange

ments, etc.). A copy of the questionnaire is reproduced as Appendix A.
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PARTICIPATING INSTIMIONS;

Questionnaires were received from students enrolled in 81 institutions of higher

education in California. At the University of California, 9 campuses participat-

ed; in the California State University and College System, II institutions; from

the Independent Colleges and Universities, 41 participated; and from the communi-

ty colleges, 20 institutions were included. A complete list of the participating

institutions is reproduces as Appendix B.

SAMPLING TECHNIQUES:

It was intended that the questionnaires be distributed by the participating in-

stitutions to the entire student body during mid-year registration. However,

differences in academic year calendar and registration procedures made this im-

possible at some. The data collection methods varied and influenced the sample

size for each segment.

1. At the University of California all nine campuses participated. With the

exception of the Los Angeles campus (which mailed questionnaires to all stu-

dents), all of the campuses distributed questionnaires during the January reg-

istration. Responses were received from approximately 64 percent of the total

enrollment. Comparison of the reeponsee to independent information for the same

period revealed that the Survey responses were within 2-4 percent of enrollment

reports. In the opinion of the University, the data are representative of the

University of California student population.

2. Eleven campuses of the California State University and College System par-

ticipated. At eight the questionnaire was included in the spring quarter reg-

istration process, at two the questionnaire was distributed in connection with

cloning regitration activities, and at one a ten percent random sample mail

survey was conducted. Responses were received from 18.4 percent of the

413
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total student body. It was determined that the questionnaire responses com-

pared favorably with system-wide distributions available from other sources

(within 2-5 percent in most instances). The CSU1 found that the survey was

fairly representative of the total student body and no evidence was found

to indicate significant systematic bias.

3. Forty-one institutions that are members of the Association of Independ-

ent California Colleges and Universities participated. Most chose a sample

size of between 25 and 50 percent of enrollment. A few distributed to every

student. Either direct mail or classroom administration was used in most

oases. The response rate represents 11.7 percent of the total enrollment in

the AICCU member institutions.

4. Twenty community colleges were selected as a representative sample of

the 43 in California. The participating community colleges employed a wide

variety of sampling approaches with the primary method a classroom distribu-

tion to all students enrolled in selected classes or in classes meeting at

selected times.

RESPONSE RATE AND RETURNS:

Completed questionnaires were received from 160,870 students, both graduate

and undergraduate, enrolled in 81 institutions of post-secondary education.

The distribution of responses was:

ParticinatinA Number of PerqInt of Enrollment
Institutions mesppoes . ftemaing

University of California 9 63,740 64%

California State University
and Colleges 11 47,252 18

Independent Colleges
and Universities 41 12,182 12

Community Colleges 37.696 5
81 160,870

414
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Within the total respondent group approximately lb percent identified themelven

as veterans. The distribution of veteran:: wan:

Number of Rosoonsen
from Veteran:.

Percent okT2tal
Re.Tondentn

University of California 5, 5aM 8.7f,

California state Univeruity
and Colleges 9,832 20.8

Independent nollegen anI
Universities 1,322 10.8

Community Colleges

DATI ANALY.JI:;:

9.104
25,810

The completed questionnaire4 were keypunched and analysed by a zomputer nyutam,

(4111T, developed by the College Entrance Examination Board. In addition to

providing barL: frequercy distributions, percentages, and means for the re-

sponses to indivtdual questions, the system provides for the internal gen

eration of information through the combination of responses to individual

questions. For example, the special analysis produced for the veterans popula

tion woe generated through the combination of responses to question 64 ("Are

you a veteran of the U.S. Armed Forces") and question 40 ("Are you receiving

assistance under the GI Bill"). The original analysis was completed in the

summer of 1972; the special veterans analysis in early June, 1973. Both analyses

were made using the same computer system.
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The basic sample of 160,870 included in the California :student 10:tenure° :survey

was rompared against independent ntati:,tieal analy,ee available through thu

educational institution* repro .tinted. Whe compariron data were available,

the reeponoee given in the etudent Reeouroe :;urvey fell within two to five

percent of the expected. However, In nome Inntancen no directly comparable

information wan available and the pos.dbility exist:: that there may not be a

complete representation of the total pupulation. For example, high income

student:: who were not interest ted in financial aId may not have completed the

queutlolis dealing with re-our. ;'. . and expemes, thereby reotricting the range

of data in the survey. Although there Is no evidence in the reeulte that

would lead to the conclusion that there wae a *elective bias: in the sample,

the absence of comparative data preclude:. h definitive statement. :such com-

parativt data an are available, in the opinion of the original research staff

and representative: of the institutions themelveo, indicate that the reeulte

are repro.. entative of tee, total population of etudentn in poet - secondary

education in California and fe-fify a high level of confidence in the infor-

mation from this group.

Within the total :ample of etudunto In pe*t-oecondary education in California,

16 percent of the etudento identify them.;elven as veteran*. As would be ex-

pected, the *ample of veterens differ* from thu general population on a num-

ber .4- variables. It ie clearly not comparable to the general population in

California -- which was: expected and anticipated.

In one particular aspect, both the total ::ample and the veteran* sample in

41.6
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-iliforola are not representative of the totality or port-econdary education

in the United state:;. Both reflect the fact that the pattern of California

poJt-tieovndary education 1:; heavily in favor of attendance at public inztltu-

tion::.

Table 1
enrollment gy zy21 a Control 21 Imstitution

ri..,titutional

Baited Otatez- 'Callfornia2 ;;It:; Tot4

,

ZRJ Veteran

DAIL122i Pall).970
fopulatien Population

,cough ;.mina. 197.! Lhertne.. 1972

Public

Private

710?*

26

90f

10

92%

8

95%

5

Willingham ha.; commented4, "The free acceoL higher inAitutlow in California

almort excluzively the publiu community college: . . . they ac.:ount for SO

!..,1ent of all firnt-time anrollment in the state . . throughout the states

yJ percent of the population liven within c=muting di-tance of a free-soca:1:i

. . thin figure, ac much ac any vther, Iliwtrateu the radically

ifi'urent .thape higher education will take if it follows the California model

. . !:alLfornia is an important :state becau:lo it if^ often regarded an a pro-

.,1::,ive bellwether for the future :shape of higher education in the rest of

nation . . ." it is natural, therefore, that both the total and veterano

.dectiolui of FAlucational Aatizties to 198041. Wenhington: National Center

Mucationa) statistics, 1971.
t,.tent of piucational Otatiatics. Washington: National Center for Mucational
t.atiztica, 1971.

1.1ingham, Warren. Free- acceoo _Higher Edunation. New York: College Entrance

,lmination Beard, 1470.
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samples of the Resources 0urvey should reflect this pattern of atten-

dance at institution;.

A relater reason which may explain the heavy enrollment in public institutions

in tho Student Resources Survey veteran: group is the tuition levels at the

various institutions. This is particularly relevant to the veteran of the

Vietnam Conflict, who unlike his World War II counterpart, does not receive a

tultim allowance in addition to his subsistence. The State University and

College and Community College systems, with the lowest tuition, contributed

must heavily to the veterans sample. The Independent Colleges and the Univer-

sity, with the higher tuitions, contributed least to the sample.

Table 2
Jpsponse Rates Aal Average Tuition

5Drinx.

Tvpr :11 Institution

Eercent of Percent of Averltgp Tuition

Total Sample Veterans Sample and Fees)

Community Colleges 23.4% 35.2% $ 144

State College
and University 29.4 38.1 207

University 39.6 21.5 335

Independent Colleges 7.5 5.1 1,827

The sample of data included in the California student Resource Survey appears

tc. be representative of the total post-secondary educational population in

53tudent reported data. While this may vary from the officially estimated
averages, it does represent the students' perceptions of what they are bring

charged and are paying.
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that .itate. That the sample is biased in favor of student., attending lower-coot
"..9Mt "'Ir

public institutions is reflective of csnditions in California, and may not rep-

recent the totality of post-secondary education in the United States.

COMPAUSOI WITH VETERANO POPIILATI413:

A comparison of the Audomt Resources .survey respondents and veterans is made

difficult by the general lack of information in the Veterans Administration

about the veterans population in general and the population in education in

specific. The comparisons are even more difficult with conflicts other than

the most recent, where Veterans Administration otatistico are nearly all

unpublished, informal, and inconsistent.

Type of Institution;

As indicated earlier, the Student Resources :survey veterans population reflects

the trend in the State of California toward attendance at the lower cost public

institutions of post-secondary education. This trend, however, has increased

since World War II. It represents a general trend in post- secondary educa-

tion in the nation toward public institution:::

Table 3
1.nrollment ID Institutions of Higher Educators

United :states. ty Control at Inotitution°

Trne of Control 194 1253 .1321

Public 49.3 58.4 74.3

Private 50.7 41.6 25.7

_ .

. 6DiRest, of Educational Otatistica. Washington: National Center for Educational

Statistics, 197l.
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The enrollment of veterans heb appeared to coincide with national trend,

toward public education. The veteran:: in the Student Re ounce :: Survey accen-

tuate this tendency, probably as a refle,:tion ,f the edreatIonal ;;y:Item and

,Tportunitie: In the Atate .f califrnie:

Table 4

Veter n Enrollment It Institutions ;21 Hirher Educaticr
pealected

Veteran:: Groua In Training

Public Private,

IlItituti,,m, InbtiIutions

.

;Jorld War II 19484.9
7

.

'AY' !ae,

Korean c nflict 1957-587 6:' :$1,1

Vietnam V nflict 1471-7;7 79 21

California .student
Resource .survey 1971-728 95 5

Another reason r the particularly high participation in public p)st-nucond-

ary eiunati,In am, ig the ,student Res,vurceb Survey population is the level of

tuiti n charged by the instituti,11-:, as previu:ay noted.

Age 1 V,Itereon::

The average age of the Vietnam Conflict veteran 'is higher than that of the

Korean conflict veteran, but lower than that of the World War TI veteran.

The repwrted average age of the veteran in training post-Vietnam io similar to

7flearin4s before the S4bcommittee on UeadAustmenti_Education. and Employment.
Committe.3 on Veterans Affairs, United .states Senate, on 5.2161 and related

bills, March 23, 1973.

S':tudent Resources Survey. Sacramento: California State Scholarship and Loan

Commission, 1972.
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that of the two previou:: groups.. Within the :student Ito:,ourcTe survey veteran::

population, the mean ago if; nearly comparable to that of the total pont-Vietnam

veteran, but higher than the reported average for voteran in training at tho

:lane time. The distribution of agel, appear:: to be generally repre:mntative of

the total Vietnam voteran population, with 1;1ightly repreentation among

the youngeot veteran and :'what more repreAntation of the oldfft veterarr;.

Table

agt Voterorw, :;elected Fopulntiont,

Veterans: Croon

r
tinder

3.17:r1k 24:a 1Q=24.

i5 and Min
Age,a2 kat

World War II
Total Croup,

Jane, 19479 .3/ 27.71 33.4, 19.7f 19.11 29.1

In-Trainingl°

1948-149 .8 41.3 35.3 14.4 8.2 26.6

Korean Conflict
T,tal Croup
December, 1950 1.2 44.4 37.S 9.'J 7.1 26.6

In-Traininri° -- 7.1.9 61.7 11.4 2.5 26.9

Vietnam conflic-t
Total Ilroup9
December, 1972 .7 30.6 46.8 14-2 7.5 28.0

In-TraininvILI .3 30.4 40.4 l',.8 13.0 26.6

:student keooureell

Airvey Veteran:, 3.2 23.7 43.0 14.8 15.3 28.8

()Data on Vietnam Era Veteran:,.. Wallington: Veteran: Admini:;tratIon, 1972.

100npubliohed Veterans Administration otatintic;;. While it 1;; acknowledged

that periods of time are not comparable with other ntatinticit the data

prenented here are the best available from the Veterans Adminict.aLion.

11-pe cial analyi: of the benic :student Resourcen 0urvey reqlponses. All sUbse-

neferencen to "..talent t?e:;eurce .survey Veterane" and "California Veterinn"

are from this. analy6lo.
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liate or Attendance:

The veterans in the :student Renouroeu ;;urvey population are enrolled at rates of

training which appear to be comparable to the total veteran. population in

training for the period:

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Table b
ilat of Training. ; e1v.:ted Poc4aitiuzi

Velem Group Zull-time laws Than lull -Time

-

World War II12

.

November, 191.7 83.8% 16.4;

Korean Conflict12
November, 1956 66.8 33.2

Vietnam Conflict13
November, 1972 70.1 29.9

.student Re:ources :;urvey

spring, 1972 68.7 31.3

The audent Resources survey veteran and Vietnam Conflict veterans au a total

group are attending post-secondary inntitutiom full-time in =eller percent-

age.: than did the World War II group, but :a-le.htly =Ire than did the veteranc

of the Korean Conflict. The difference; between the :14,.; and total veterans

group are not significant.

NlendentLi:

The .student Resource:: .survey veteran:, population includes a smhIlor percentage

12Unpublished Veterans Adminiltration aatiotic:.

131sIformption Bulletin Du 151 24-72-9, Washington: Veterano Adminiotration,
1972. Total college attendance adjusted to remove _:orreepondence school
participation.
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f unmarried veterans (being paid for no dependent) than the total Vietnam

era group in training; more married veterano without children (being paid for

one ,dependent); and r,ubotantially more married veterans with -hildren (being

paid for more than one dependent),

Table 7

Yeteran l Dependents, Seleoted Esau2lation.

La Traiaing

Veterem, Iroup

LA_Paid For F4i4 For Fuld For
1 .:nde t dont Rio !, 'hen

olml, Harried No One !)e pendent

Children NIFried, with
Children}

World War 1114
November, 1947 46.1% 23.7 30.21

Korean Confliot14
November, 19',4 4c.0 17.f, 16.5

Vietnam (!onflict14
November. 1972

audent Resource 4urvey
spring, 1972

58.3

45.1

17.2

.12.3

24.5

32.',

(Higher Education 01134)

In terms nf Ineenlente, the student Fesourres idrvey vete,..an!.. :ire more like their

counterpart:.; in the earlier two gruupb in training than tney bre like the

general population of Vietnam .ra veterans in training.

1':)a ,a pja ii2.11am LEI Veterans. Washington: Veterans Adminitration, 1972.

423



398

"., :% CALroRNIA EMOCAT1,N: A MXRIPTION

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

An woull Le expected, the vt.tcran.: population 1:; predomlnantiy male. In the

California veteran.. nample, eq.4 per!ent )f the naHp)ndent:. indivAtel they

were male; 10.6 percent femalo. Phi liphre,, with !.:!h0 pra.ent mole anl

41.0 percent female in the total ::Alit rnia Ale nuAt.,?e of wommt who

ies,ribed themnelve a3 veteran!) 1:: algnUicantly higher then the total num-

Uer 3!) t). nati.11a1 veteran,: populati n, a :'finding that ftty to p:x-

tially ;.:plain.:: Li mall number .f widow.. and -.rpnaLL; who arcs :nclu1ed

In the ::amp,,,:. %r.!. veter-m. :.ampie, the lurge:It percentage of w9mun

Arn enrollc.) fir. :I.: Ir.lependent College. .find Univerlities, where 14.1 per-

cent of 4'eterans described themselvea as wamen.

AG}::

The veteran:: population Is ;ignificantly thai, the genen,1 prulat1:11

if students in eAL.cati 11 in California and .1der than the t: t::1 populatix.r

in edwation in the United aatez. This mean age f all ntudent: in (7alif! rnia

reap, lding t thm survey wan 24.1 :yarn; the veteran.. mean Age wo. 2R.8 yuoro.

The f:11owing table compare7 the veterans population )4 years of age and under

with the total population of ntudents in post-!,econ.mry education in the United

Staten and in the total California Jurvey population:
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Table 8
C, le L;tzdents Aud lad=

Selected Groups

BEST COPY IVAIIABLE

LI=

LaILLaula Veterar,
allege E:nro,j,kplant

ku-a.La
AS Total C.rqup

uPri " 1322

19 and Under 43.6' 21.7' 3.8%

20 - 21 28.1 29.2 6.3

22 - 14.8 24.h 21.7

25 - 34 13.f. 24.8 68.2

The following chart shows the percentage distribution of all veterans in the

California Student Resource SArvey by age:
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110.1T1 ::.T;%'rtJ:.;)-L...__L.PENDE

Veteran:, are mu; more likely to be married than are students it general or

student. :-.1_Vornia. The Bureau of the Cermus reports that only 20.3 per-

cent ,f the t .al undergraduate enrollment is marred with spouse precent16;

the total California p6pulatin includes 25.4 percent of students married with

sp use present; while the California veterans population ineiudes 54.9 percent

.f students married with spouse present.

Table 9
.!arttal. Status

California Veterans Population
Spring. 222_

Never Married 37.3%

Married 54.9

Separated 2.0

DivIrced 4.5

Wid,lwed .5

Other .8

For those veterans wh., have children dependent on them, 41.9 percent report

one child, X4.5 percent tw.1 children, 14.4 percent three children, 6.8 percent

four children, and 2.3 percent five or more children. The mean number of

children is 1.9.

ETFINIC BACKGROUND:

In the California veterans population, 71.1 percent of the respondent: 1ndi-

bated that they described themselves as Caucasian or White, as compared with

16czt
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71.3 percent of the total California population who described themselves as

such. Among the nen-Whits population a somewhat higher percentage of veterans

described themselves as Black (African-American, Negro) and Chicano (Mexican -

American); a somewhat smaller percentage described themselves as Oriental

(Asian-American) than in the total California population.

Table 10
Ethnic Background

California Total and Veterans ?opulations
Spring. 1722.

jiow Do You Describe Yourself Totalcalugzatilisaaau2n Veterans

1111!Igm,

American Indian/Native
American 3.2% 3.9%

Black/African- American/Negro 5.0 7.0

,aucesian/White 71.3 71.1

Chicano/Mexican-American 5.7 8.7

Oriental/Asian-American 7.4 4.0

Other Spanish-speaking
American 1.3 1.4

Other 6.1 4.0

Because of the specific comparability of percentage of Caucasian/White in the

total California and veteran population, and the potential difficulties in

distinguishing between membership in specific ethnic minolity groups, the sub-

sequent analyses in this report which have ethnic group membership as a varia-

ble will be confined to White and Non-White.

FAMILY INCOME BACKGROUND:

The median income in 1971 for the parents of veterans stn the California study

was somewhat lower than that for tne total California group, falling between

4 7
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$9,000 and $11,999 as compared with a median for the total group of between

$12,000 and $14,999. In the total sample, 19.1 percent of the students came

from families with incomes of less than $6,000 per year; in the veterans group

27.3 percent of the respondents indicated that their family income was below

$6,000. The total group included 12.6 percent of students from families with

annual incomes of over $25,000, while the veterans group included only 7.6

percent of families above that level.

Within the veterans group there was a marked difference between the White and

Non -White veteran family income background. The White veteran came from a

family with a mean income of $12,062. The Non-White veteran's family had a

mean income of $9,066. Only 22.5 percent of the White veterans reported coming

from families with incomes of less than $6,000; 37.8 percent of the Non-White

veteran's families were below that level. While 9.1 percent of the White veterans

came from families with incomes over $25,000, 4.3 percent of the Non -White

veteran's parents had such incomes. The following table compares the parental

income of the total California student population, the total California veteran

population. and the White-Non-White veeran group!.

AZ8
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Table 11

3. 7L Liam a Parents
Selected, Populations in California

Storing. 127.12

Parental, Income Total Total White r11222:Nhill.

1971 Sample Veterans Veterans Veterans

.

Less than $ 3,000 9.5% 14.0%

.

10.8% 21.0%

$ 3,000 to $ 5,999 9.6 13.3 11.7 16.8

$ 6,000 to $ 7,499 7.3 9.1 8.6 10.4

$ 7,500 to $ 8,999 7.4 9.7 9.2 10.9

$ 9.000 to $11,999 15.2 16.9 17.7 15.0

$12,000 to $14,999 14.3 13.3 14.6 10.3

$15,000 to $17,999 9.6 7.0 8.0 4.8

$18,000 to $20,999 7.9 5.2 5.7 4.0

$21,000 to $24,999 6.6 3.8 4.5 2.4

$25,000 and above 12.6 7.6 9.1 4.3

It appears that the veteran comes from a lower economic sector than does the

general college student, and that the Non-hite veteran comes from a family

economic background that is even lower than that typical of the total group.

cL,A.2,::, LEVEL:

The veteran in education in California is more likely to be in the upper-

division (college junior Or higher) than is the typical student in the Cali-

fornia Survey or the typical student in the United States. A total of 62.7

percent of the California veterans reported that they had completed at least

two years of college; 58.9 percent of the total California group had completed

two years, and only 46.5 percent of the total US undergraduate population

were enrolled at the senior level.
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Table 12
collexe Mass Level

.&.241121 PopulatIons

Class Level

U.S. Undergraduate California Population
Enrollmept,,

October. 1971''
Total

Spring. 1972 Veterans

First Year 30.2% 21.5% 17.2%

Second Year 23.5 19.6 20.1

Third Year 17.2 18.9 20.5

Fourth Year 14.5 16.6 18.2

Fifth or Higher 14.7 20.4 22.5

Other -- 3.0 1.4

CupICULUM:

The California veteran is most likely to be registered in a program of B4A*i-

news Administration (19.7 percent) or Humanities and Social Sciences (24.5

percent). Agriculture (3.1 percent), Health Professions (3.5 percent) and

Nursing (1.2 percent) have the smallest enrollments.

Table 13
Type of Educational Program

3.4%

Ca4fornia Veterans

Type of Program

Agricultural Sciences
Business Administration 19.7
Humanities or Social Sciences 24.5
Physical and Life Sciences, Mathematics 10.9
Engineering, Architecture 10.1
Education 6.7
Nursing 1.2

Health Professions 3.5
Law 6.5
Undeclared Major or Other 33.8

17 Social and Econon#0 Statistics 2f Students, October, 1971. Washington: Bureau
of the Census, 1972.



405

Tie COST OF GOING TO CULLEGZ! THE VETERAN'S EXPENSE BUDGET

On the Student Resources Survey data collection instrument, the veterans were

asked to indicate the amounts that they spent during the nine-month 1771-72

academic year (roughly September, 1971 to June, 1972) for tuition and fees;

books, supplies, and course materials; room and board; transportation; and

clothing, recreation, and incidental expenses. Because the amount paid for

tuition and fees are fixed by institutional policy, in most oases are not

dependent upon the personal characteristics of the student, and vary wide-

ly among the institutions participating in the Survey, they have been elimi-

nated from these comparisons in order to more accurately reflect those items

of educationally related expense which are under the control of the veteran

and can vary according to the choices he makes.

Jooks. supplies. and course materials:

There seems to be little variation in the amount paid by the veteran for the

books and other materials he needs to purchase. The mean expenditure of all

veterans in the sample for these items was $162.30, with slightly higher means

for students attending private institutions and he University. Seventy-seven

percent of all veterans reported spending less than $200, while only 4.7 per-

cent reported spending more than $400.

Table 14
Veterans Expenditures Lox Books. Supplies. Ad Course Materials

1971-72 Academic Year

Less than $200

$201 to $400

$401 to $600

$601 and above

431

77.7%

17.6

2.9

1.8
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In the subsequent analyses, the mean expense of all veterans for books, supplies,

and course materials of $162 will be used.

Room and board:

The mean expense of room and board for the nine -month academic year reported by

all veterans was $1,489. The white veteran reported expenses that averaged more

than the mean ($1,572) and the non-white veteran averaged considerably less

than the mean ($1,262). Single veterans reported an average wtpenditure of

$1,068, mAirried veterans without children an average of $1,686, and married

veterans with children an average of $1,982.

Table 15
Veterans Emonditrres ,far Room and Board

1971-12 Academic Year

Expenditure
All

White Non-White Single

Marrieck
no
Child

Married

wh
Veterans Children

Less than $ 200 10.6% 8.3%

-.

17.0% 12.7% 9.1%

.

9.3%

$ 201 to $ 400 5.6 4.6 8.3 5.5 6.0 5.5

$ 401 to $ 600 5.2 4.7 6.4 8.2 2.6 2.8

$ 601 to $1,000 14.7 14.6 14.9 22.9 9.3 6.4

$1,000 to $1,500 22.0 22.9 19.3 29.6 18.7 13.0

$1,501 to $2,000 16.4 16.9 15.1 13.1 20.6 16.7

$2,001 to $2,500 9.3 10.2 7.0 4.8 13.3 12.0

$2,501 to $3,000 8.4 9.1 6.4 2.1 11.9 15.5

$3,000 and above 7.9 8.7 5.7 1.2 8.6 18.7

Clothing. recreation. and incidentals:

Another major variable item in the Veteran's budget is the amount that is

spent on "miscellaneous" items (none-the-less necessary for maintenance, sur-

vival, and attendance at college). In the Student Resources Survey these wary

taz
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grouped together under the heading "Clothing, recreation, and incidentals.

The average expenditure for the
nine-month academic year for these items re-

ported by the veterans in the Survey was $503. White veterans reported

slightly smaller average expenditures of $498, while non -white veterans had a

somewhat higher average of $517. Angle veterans reported a low average ex-

penditure of $403, while married veterans (including both those with and with-

out children) considerably above the average with a mean expenditure of $569.

Table 16

Veterans Expenditures lar Clothing. Recreation. al luidentals

1971-72 Academic ear

Txpenditure All Veterans White Non-White Single Married

-------

Less than $ 200 34.9% 34.5 36.0% 38.8% 32.0%

$ 201 to $ 400 24.8 25.4 23.3 27.0 23.4

$ 401 to $ 600 16.4 17.0 16.6 .7.6 16.4

$ 601 to $1,000 12.3 12.1 12.7 10.2 13.9

$1,001 to $1,500 5.0 5.2 4.6 3.4 . 6.2

$1.501 and above 6.2 5.4 6.9 3.0 8.0

Transportation:

The average expense reported by the veterans for transportation was $346.

3eventy percent of the veterans reported total nine-month expenditures for

transportation of less than $400, while only 5.3 percent reported spending

more than $1,000.

Table 17

Veterans Expenditures IZE Transportation
197172 Academic Iku

Less than $ 200 44.5%

$ 201 to $ 400 25.6

$ 401 to $ 500 14.8

$ 501 to $1,000 9.8

$1,001 and above 5.3

433
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Total Nine-Month Academic year Budget:

As previously indicated, the nine-month academic year budget was calculated ex-

cluding the amount reportedly paid for tuition and fees in an attempt to rep-

resent only those expenses which were under the control of the veteran and to

remove any bias caused by the type of institution that the veteran elected to

attend. The mean expenditure for the total group of veterans for nine-months

was $2,500. The budgets were distributed as follows:

Table 18
veterans Total &Is-Month Budget

1971-72 kcacipmac ear

Leas than $ 200 2.6Z

$ 201 to $ 400 7.8

$ 401 to $ 600 6.7

$ 601 to $1,000 7.3

$1,001 to $1,500 8.4

$1,501 to $2,000 9.8

$2,001 to $2,500 11.4

$2,501 to $3,000 10.9

$3,001 to $3,500 8.7

$3,50. to $4,000 7.3

$4,001 to $4,500 5.3

$4,501 to $5,000 4.0

$5,001 to $6,000 4.9

$6,001 and above 4.9

Differential budgets were calculated for sub-groups of the veterans population.

Since the amounts reportedly spent for books, supplies, and course materials

and transportation appeared not to vary greatly from group to group, constant

amounts of $162 for books and supplies and $346 for transportation were included.
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Table 19
nineifonth Mat
populstiRga
MAN= Aa.

Mean Expep4itype
lag

91teralle Ma non -White Single

Married Married

na
Qui

Ath
Children

Books, supplies, and
course materials $ 162 $ 162 $ 162 $ 162 $ 162 $ 162

Room and board 1,489 1,572 1,262 1,068 1,686 1,982

Clothing, recreation
and incidentals 503 498 517 403 569 569

Transportation 346 346 346 346 346 346

---.

TOTAL $2,500 $2,578 $2,287 $1,979 $2,763 $3,059

4s35
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DEDENDENa. INDEPENDENCE', AND PARENTAL SUPPORT

It is generally assumed that the veteran is by definition independent of sup-

port from his parents or guardians, and any upp >rt from this source is gen-

erally discounte4 or ignored. The Student Resource .iurvey woks a number of

questions relative to independence and dependelve on parents, and some of the

responses received from the veterans indicate that parental support is not

non-existant. The veterans were asked if they were claimed by their parents

as dependent for federal income tax purposes, and for the 1971 tax year 10.9

percent had been claimed. For the 1972 tax year 7.8 percent had been claimed

as dependent. When asked if they (and their spouses if applicable) contribu-

ted to their own =support, an even larger percentage indicated that they did

not consider they:elves to be self-supporting:

Table 20
;pelf- Reported( Dependency Status

California Veterans
1971-72 Academic Year

Do You (and 3pcu:e if Applicable)
Contribute to Your Own Support?

No

Yes, but parents provide
most of Ny support

Yes, I am primarily
self-supporting

8.0%

9.3

82.6

The veterans were asked how much support tnA7 actually received from their

parents or guardians during the 1971-72 academic year. Of the total group,

76.6 percent reported that they had received no assistance, and 90.4 percent

reported that they had received less than $600. Although the mean amount of

support received from parents or guardians for the total group was only $196,
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the average for tho..A., who reported that they did receive a contribution wevi $838.

Table 21
Warted Parental :;unport

California Veterans
1971-72 Academic 11,1E

Amount of Parental .upport Total angle Married

None 76.6? 58.7% 90.01

$ 1 to $ 200 8.3 14.1 '3.8

$201 to $ 400 3.2 6.4 1.2

$401 to $ 600 2.4 4.4 .8

$601 to $1,000 3.0 5.5 1.1

Over 61,000 6.4 10.8 3.0

Mean $196 $325 $ 96

Mean, excluding those
receiving no support 838 787 936

Percent of veteran:
receiving parental support 23.41 42.2% 10.0%

The most commonly accepted standard for independence is that developed by the

Congress and the Office of Education in connection with the newly established

Basic Educational Opportunity Grant Program. To be claasified ac self-support-

ing for that program, the student must not have been claimed an an income tax

dependent for the currel- and preceding tax year, and must not have received

more than $600 in oupport from parents or legal guardians during the preceding

academic year. According to this definition, 34.1 percent or the veterans in

`the :;alifornia ,ample would be considered dependent on their parents:
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Table 2.2

p.x.o.n. Lppendencv State*
California Veteran*
1971-72 Academic Itax

Undergraduate Dependent
Living at Home 1.6%

Undergraduate Dependent
Living Away from Home 17.4

Graduate Dependent 4.1

Undergraduate Self-Supporting 50.5

Graduate Self-Supporting 15.3

Since a :significant number of veterans might be considered to be dependent

on their parents for the purpose of aasessing their eligibility for aid from

other federally funded program*, come consideration should be given to the

amount of support that they might be expected to receive from parents. The

Student Resource Survey calculate:, two measures of expected parental contribu-

tion. The first approximates the national standards of the 17ollege Scholar-

ship Service, an asi,ociation of more than 1,200 college* and univerLAtie:;

which analyzes the need for financial assistance. The second approximates

the contributions that would be expected under the Basic Educational Opportunity

Grant Program of the federal government. Naturally, both of these measures of

potential parental support produce amounts greatly in exce*s of that reported

as actually received by the veterans.
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Table 23
otent;a.L Parental Contribution
Toward F,ducational Lxoenne::

Caltfornt4 Veteran
1971-72 Aoadeg4c Year

BEST COPY AVAluoit

"mr4te4-filrenta1 Contribution

r

%.;..,. .,x:tem f.N.0.0, Jy..tem

No,le 20.71 10.82

$ 1 to $ 200 2.1 1.9

$ 201 to $ 400 2.6 9.7

$ 401 to $ 600 7.9 5.0

$ 601 to $1,000 8.1 11.5

$1,001 to $1,c00 16.2 9.0

$1,501 to $2.000 3,6 8.8

$2,001 to ,T2,',00 9.0 12.0

$2,501 to $3.000 2.4 6,5

Uver 03,000 21.4 24.9

Mean $1,396 $1,732
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Moot college:; and univerAtic. expect that ..tulent:, will provide oome portion

of their expense:; from their own ,!Vfort., in,k4en,lent .1f what their pant.,

the in. titution oan provide. This: is generally referred to ah "self-help,"

and include:: contributions from personal raving:; and part-time work

during the academic year and vacation period., and, for married students, the

contribution that their ..pou:'e makes toward living expen:on. Generally, the

older the -tudent is, the larger amount the college expects will be provided

through self-help. .since the veteran:; croup significantly older than the

typtcal student group, thio oeuroe of oupport .tould be particularly important

to them.

Veterans in the California sample reported that they worked an average 04:

20.) hours pa., week in part-time job:: during the :Ichool year, and 15.4 percent

of those who were employed indicated that they worked 3i hours or more per week.

mrnings from term -time employment were g ubstantial :source of :;upport. i'or

there veterans who worked during the academic year, the mean income was T1,695.

Only 2.3 percent of those who worked indicated th*At they earned less: than

$600 dqring the nine-month academic year, while 21.5 percent of the employed

indicated that they earned more than $3,000.

Employment during the summer vacation was al.; ;o a major uource of :,upport;

38,0 percent of the veterans rep,rtQd that they worked dw.lag the summer vaca-

tion, and earned an average of Dies O. Of tho::e who worked, .r7.l percent re-

ported that they ,nrned le ;s than $600 (litrt7.L the tdmmt!r, while 18.3 percent

indicated earning:: during the rummer of more than $3,000.
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When :summer and term-time employment am combined, thr contribution that they

make toward educational expemn;; oven great4,r. More than half (06.3 percent)

of the veterans reported that they worked at some time during the year, and their

earnings were reported as $2,486. ()Illy 17.1 Furcent of the veterans earned less

than $600 during the entire year, while '15.7 percent reported earnings in ex-

eesa of $3,000 for the year.

Table
Veteran:,, Employment. Term-Time aul Jusimer

telife_rnia Veteran,
1271-72 L%eademic 1,2aL

arninps Term-Tioe ,,ummer Total

. I to $ 200 8.i,f. 8,e 1).Fte.

$ 201 to $ 400 8.y 9.'. 4.9

$ 401 to $ 600 9.1 y.8 6.4

$ 601 to $1,000 14.6 15.2 il.

:£1,001 to $1,',00 11.2 11.6 9.3

1,',01 to 1.2,000 N,.8 K.', P.9

:.00i to .12,',Uu s,. y 4.7 7.1

$8.501 to $3,000 11.6 0.7 10.6

'i,001anl above 21,' 18.3 0,,.7

Man sarning:, $1,695 :..,6..i0 U,486

:'er,2ent cf Veteran.
la-porting 1.arning; 0.4' i7.1,l' Y,.3,1'

Another source towarq: which the ..ollere; 1r,ok In meEwuring thc need

:1!' a =todent the amount that he ,ian contribute from ,aving, frem pa. .t employ-

ment. .iince the veteran ha:: had an oppootmrity to acquire some ;alvIng:, while

in the service, it i; reasonable to expect that he might contribute .;ignifleant1y

23-167 0 - 73 - 29
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from Lhi_ Jurce. In the California survey, 30.6 percent of the veteran re-

ported that they had used savings an a means of financing their education, in

an average amount of $898.

Table 25
Veterahn Contribution From

California Veterqn:',

1471-7:1 Acodemir. Year

$ 1 to $ 200 28.8X

$ 201 to $ 400 15.3

$ 401 to $ 600 11.9

$ 601 to $1,000 14.2

$1,001 to $1, 500 9.2

$1,501 to $2,000 5.0

$2,1001 to $2,500 3.1

$2,501 and above 12.6

Mean Contribution from '..;avings $898

Percent of veterans using
eavings for educational expense!. 30.61

A large percentage of the veterans are married and it is reasonable to expect

that they will have contributions from their spfluses toward the cotit of

e4ueation and maintenance. Of the Califerni4 veteran:., 21.4 percent reported

that they did have a contribution from their spouse, with an average for those

reporting income from this source of $2,284. of the veterans whose spouse's

worked, 41.7 percent reported contributions in excess of $3,000.

4
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Table 26
Veterans Contributions from linouse

California Veterans
1971-72 Academic Year

$ 1 to ..7) 200 9.0%

$ 201 to $ 400 5.2

$ 401 to $ 600 4.2

$ 601 to $1,000 7.7

$1,001 to $1,500 5.5

$1,501 to $2,000 5.9

$2,001 to $2,500 5.2

$2,501 to $3,000 15.6

$3,001 and above 41.7

Mean Contribution from L;pouse $2,284

Percent of veterans reporting
contribution from spouse 21.4%
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FARTIQIFATION IN OTHER FEDERAL STUDENT AID PRUGRAM

In addition to the benefits provided directly by the federal government to

the veteran through the CI Bill, there are other forms of federally funded

financial assistance for college students in which the veterans may partici-

pate. While none of the other programs have specific preferences for veterans,

there is nothing to deny them eligibility if they net the standards and reg-

ulations of those programs. The major federally-funded aid programs in which

the veteran could have participated during the 1971-72 academic year were:

Educational Opportunity Grants (any undergraduate)

Health Professions Grants (students in medicine, nursing, and other

health related curricula)

Law Enforcement Grants (students in police science and other law

enforcement related curricula

National Defense Student Loans (any student)

Health Professions Loans

Law Enforcement Loans

Federally Insured Student Loans (any student, granted through state

agencies or commercial lending institutions)

College Work-Study Employment

The Student Resource Survey inquires specifically about student participation

in these particular programs.

GRANTS

For SOME, veterans, the other federally- funded grant progr....3 provide a sub-

stantial amount of support, although the number of veterans receiving these

grants is relatively small. Of those veterans receiving Educational

Opportunity Grants, the average award was $538. Only 1.4 percent of the

444
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veterans, however, reported receiving any support from the Edur:ational Oppor-

tunity Grant Program. 1:ranto from the Health Profes:iiono program:: were an

oven larger oourre of support, with the average award to veteran:: receiving

funds from this: :,ourco at $613. Only .!.4 percent of the veterans reported re-

ceiving aid from the health Prefer:1Am:: grant program. :;lightly fewer veteran:,

2.1 percent, reported grant:, from the Law Pforcement Education Program, with

the average grant to these reelpiento of $415.

Table 27
VeterAns Participation in Other Federally- Funded Grant:;

California Veterans
1971-72 Academic Year

Amount of Grant E.O.G.

Realt4
Profecuions 1.e_E.T.

Grant Grant

$ 1 to $ 200 -- 51.8% 50.4%

$ 201 to $ 400 35.5% 4.2 16.9

$ 401 to $ 600 29.1 6.4 l2.4

$ 601 to $1,000 36.3 6.6 7.9

$1,001 to $1,500 _18 15.6 6.1

$1,500 and above 15.3 6.5---

Mean Grant Amount Z538 $613 $415

Percent of Veterans
Receiving Grant 1.4% 2.4% 2.1.%

4.

The relatively small participation by veterans in these other federally-funded

grant programs may h due to the regulations which reyAre that the grants go

181n 1971-72, the ::tuatutory maximum E.O.G. was $1,000.
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only to students "who would otherwi:m t unable tr' attend." lance the veteran

ha: resources available to him through the GI Liill the oullegeo may believe

that he ,ould otherwise attend and therefor; reaNrvu the limited amount.; of

grant funds they have available to otudant; who 410 not have any ,:ignificant

amount of resources of their own.

LOANJ:

The federally-funded loan program; play a larger part in meeting the catv:ational

costs of the veteran, but participation In tht :e program;; rm:111. Loam;

under the National Pefenoe .student Loan ProlIram, the Lirgest Hnd moat generally

available of the college-ba::ed loan program:, were ITanted to. c.6 percent of

the reporting veteran- The average amount to tho..e who received loam WW1

$617. 14ana under the Health Progen:arJn: prrerm wont to only percent of

the veteran:}, although the average loai, am(Auit w;t: .on-11FfrabIy higher, $1,667.

Law l'nforcement lAucation program loam. went to 1.v percent (,f thy: v.Acran-,

with the average amount $449.

Among the federally-nponcored loan::, the non-college ba,e, Federally Insured

:Iteaent Loan was: the moot frequent uource of support for the m.p,rting veterann.

Nearly 11 percent or the veteran,: reported that they had re.!eived awii;tance from

thin :.ouroe, with an average amount of $981 b..ing reporto'i. It :,hould IN. noted

that the need:: te. ;t for the Federally in,ured tudent Loan is lc:: rigor1,m1

than tho:le required for the oullegr..-ba.:cd program, and that, the loan:: are

granted by private lending agencief, :such ko; naeow and loan a::,,00la-

tion;;, and credit unionl. This mhy account for the largvr veter,in partirin.1-

tien In thl;. program.
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Table 28

VeteTano Participation in Other Federally-Funded, Lean::,

California Veterann
1971-74 ,Academic Year

Amount of Loan N.D..;.1,

Health
L.I...k.P,

lederallY

Profeulon;. imulred

LOD 1,62,a lian

$ 1 to $ 200 18.4f 6.5f 50.2f 9.3f

$ 201 to $ 400 14.7 2.8 14.9 4.2

$ 401 to $ 600 16.1 5.3 10.8 8.(,

$ 601 to $1,000 45.8 14.4 10.2 35.0

$1,001 to $1,500 15.0 9.4 4.9 31.7

$1,501 to $2,000 -- 28.', 9.019 6.7

$2,001 to $2,'.00 -._ 13.8 -- 1.6

$2,501 and above -- 19.5 -- .?.8

.
-

Mean I.oan Amount $617 $1,667 $449 $981

Percent of Veteran:,
Receiving Loan 5.6f 1.1 1.91 10.1f

! MPL.OnS:N7:

The federally-funded Ccilewe Work-:tudy l'r,gram provide:: an omort;inity for

students to have educatonally related employttv-nt, on the camphn or 111 non-

profit agencies in the community. The institution provide:: tince in lo-

cating the jobs and referring qualified appl...:nts to tram. I.:mployment under

thi. program wan reported by 6.4 percent of the veterans, with an average in-

come of $980 for the academic year from CW1X jobs.

19include:, all amounts above $1,501.
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l'articipation

$ 1 to $ ,C)

$ 201 to $ 40C

$ 401 to $ 000

$ 601 to $1.000

T1.001 to $1,,,00

$1,f.01 to $2,000

$2.001 to $2.00

$2,!.01 to $3,000

$3,001 and ab.,ve
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Table ru
Vettrarli: In voltage, Murk -fiy lTinl,Tmernt

eallrornia Veteran.
1,271.-U Aeademar, lac

7.0

Mean (1.,1.4' Income $980

Percent of Vettrane
Re,:elving Incnme
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PARTICIPATION INSTITUTION/4, ZEE FINANCIAL AL2 PROGRAMS

Another important resource typically available to college students comes from

the financial aid programs sponsored by the institution itself and by state

government. Institutional assistance typically comes in the form of scholar-

ships and grants, non-resident tuition waivers, assistantships and research

grants, and loans. Of t:41 veterans included in the California survey, 4.4

percent reported receiving sOinlarships from the institution, with a mean

amount, for those receiving scholarships of $989. At the private institutions,

where tuition charges make costs the highest, nearly 6 percent of the veterans

reported receiving grants from the institution, although the mean amount

granted was slightly smaller, $954. While 65.7 percent of the veterans receiving

scholarships or grants from their institution reported amounts of less than

$600, 10.9 percent reported grants in excess of $2,000.

The average amount reportedly received from assistantships and research grants

(generally given only to graduate student) has considerably higher. The

veterans who received such aid roported an average amount of $1,622, with 4.5

percent reporting assistance from this source. As would be expected, the

largest group receiving these awards attended the University, where 12.8 per-

cent of the veterans reportedly received assistantships, with an average

amount of $2,134 for those receiving such aid. At the community colleges and

state universities (predominantly undergraduate) this form of assistance was

not significant.

Non-resident tuition waivers were reported by 2.4 percent of the veterans,

with an average amount for those granted waivers of $488. The waivers were

primarily small amounts, with 72.6 percent of the veterans reporting amounts
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less than $600.
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Table 30
Veterans Participation in Institutional

Grant and Waiver Programs
California Veterans

1971-72 Academic xear

Amount of Grant
,scholarships

Assistantships

Non-Resident6 aUl
Research Grantsand Grants Fee Waivers

$ 1 to $ 200 32.4% 18.4% 42.4%

$ 201 to $ 400 18.3 9.7 18.6

$ 401 to $ 600 15.0 5.9 11.6

$ 601 to $1,000 11.1 8.3 10.9

$1,001 to $1,500 7.0 6.8 8.5

$1,501 to $2,000 5.3 6.8 7.9

$2,000 and above 10.9 44.3 ---

Mean Grant Amount $989 $1,622 $488

Percent of Veterans
Reporting Grants 4.41 4.5% 2.4%

Loans are another form of assistance frequently made available by colleges and

universities from non-federal sources to assist students in financing their

educations. These did not, however, play a major role in the financing of the

veterans educations. Only 2.5 percent of the veterans reported receiving

long-term loans from their institutions, with the average amount for those re-

ceiving such aid of $390. The amount of loans was generally small, with

82.5 percent of the veterans receiving loans reporting amounts of less than

$600. Only 4.6 percent of the loan reoeipients reported amounts in excess of

$1,500 for the academic year.
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Table 31

Veterans Participation, a Institutional, Loans

California Vigeton!
1971 -72 /mktaq lac

$ 1 to $ 200 41.8%

$ 201 to $ 400 28.7

$ 401 to $ 600 12.0

$ 601 to $1,000 8.7

$1,001 to $1,500 4.3

$1,501 and above 4.6

Mean Loan $390

Percent of Veterans
Reporting Institutional Loans 2.5%

The State of California provides several programs of financial assistance to

college students. The Competitive Scholarship Program provides for grants up

to the amount of tuition for entering freshmen (renewable for four years), the

College Opportunity Grant Program provides for tui*:an and room and board

grants up to $1,000 to minority students attending primarily the community col-

leges, and the Graduate Fellowship Program provides stipends to students who

plan to teach at the college level within. the State. Only 3.4 percent of the

veterans reported receiving grants from the State, with an average amount for

those receiving such aid of $696.
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Table i2
Veteran:- 'EtrU1:11-uaton la :state :11noLirchix Prorram

CalLt_ornla Veteran:,

1971-7 Academic Yt,ar

t 1 to $ .2Q0

,!01 t- t 400

$ 401 to $ WO

$ ('01 to 11,000

$1,001 to $1,50O

$1,501 to $:2,000

Z;:i001 to $4',..,u0

$2,!.,01 and above

14.8

1t

9.

7.4

5.0

Mean .;fate :'.holanihip or (grant $06

Percent of Vbtoran., liepertiry

,;Late ur .1.4%
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pARTICIPATION IN OTHER BENEFIT PROGRAMS

In addition to the support available through the GI 8111, there are a variety

of other benefit programs that can be used while attending colleges or univer-

sities. While not many students receive benefits from these other programs,

for those that do they provide a significant source of support. The Student

Resources Survey collacts information about benefits received from Social

Security, Welfare, Vocational Rehabilitation, and Other Sources. Of the vet-

erans, 3.3 percent reported receiving benefits from Social Security, with en

average for those receiving Social Security of $788 for the academic year.

A small group--2.4 percent...of the veterans reported that they were receiving

assistance from Welfare, in an average amount of $680. Only 2.1 percent indicate

that they were receiving assistance from Vocational Rehabilitation. The average

amount of voc-rehab benefits received for the academic year was $660. A total

of 3.6 percent of the veterans reported receiving undeecri'Ad "other benefits,"

with the average being $999 for the rcadomic year. and 5.6 percent reported

that they were eligible to purchase Food Stamps.

Table 33

Veterans azLii.alaktea la Other Benefit Programs,

California Veterans

1971-7 LeAtmla Year

Type of Benefits

Fervnt of Veterans Averse Amount

Receivifl per Recielent

,..

Social Security 3.3% $788

Welfare
2.4 680

Vocational Rehabilitation 2.1 660

Other 3.6 999

Food Stamps
5.6 --
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AFMISSION. INTENTION. ACHIEVEMENT. AND PERSISTENCE

A relatively small percentage of the veterans in the California sample were

admitted to the institution they now attend as first-time freshmen. Only 14.5

percent were admitted to their present instititution as freshmen. As might be

expectedNin California, more than half of the total veterans population, 51.2

percent, were admitted as transfer students from a community college, with 48.9

percent transferring from an in-state and only 2.3 percent from an out -of -state

community college. In addition, 30.2 percent of the veterans transferred from

another four year institution, and 4.1 percent were admitted as graduates of a

four-year institution. Of the non-white group, slightly larger percentages were

admitted as first-time freshmen and as transfers from community colleges.

Table 34
Method Admission
California Veterans
1971-72 Academic am

',Iethod of Admission Total White Non-White

First -time Frtzhman 14.5% 13.8% 16.4%

Community ;?llegs Transfer
In-State 48.9 47.8 52.0
Out-cf-statt, 2.3 2.0 3.2

Transfer fr,n. Four-Year
Im.titution

In-State 11.9 12.2 10.9

Out -of -State 11.3 20.1 13.0

Graduate mf a 1.,_4r-Year

Institution 4.1 4.0 4.5

The veteran:: grtup has high educational aspirations, In the total group, 60.0

percent in,li!at,.: their intention to obtain a degree beyond the Bachelors,
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while only 10.1 percent indicate their intention to end thef..r education after

receiving a certificate or two-year Associate Degree. The aspirations of the

non-White veteran are somewhat lower, with only 56.1 percent anticipating a

degree beyond the Bachelors and 13.6 percent planning on less than a Bachelor's

Degree.

Table 35
)liahest Level al:Education PlanAed

California Veterans
.197k-72 Academkc Year

Highest Level of Education

Total White Non-White
Planned to Complete at
Present College or Other

Doctorate 24.91; 25 8% 22.6%

Masters or First
Professional Degree 35.4 36.2 33.3

Bachelors 29.6 29.3 '..0.3

Two-Year Associate 8.6 7.4 11.5

Non-Degree Certificate 1.5 1.3 2.1

The average self-reported academic achievement of the total veterans group in

California is slightly lower than "B", with a mean grade-point average of

2.87 (4.00 A). The self-reported achievement of the Non-White group is

slightly lower, with a mean of 2.73. Of the total group, 18.3 percent indi-

cated that their grades were "mostly A's (3.50 and above), while only .7

percent indicated they were "mostly D's (1.50 and below).
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Table 36

..el,f-Reported Academic Achievement ia College
California Veterans
1971-72 Academic Year

How Would You Rate

Total White N'n-White
Your Academic

Achievement in ',,llege?

Mostly A'..

(3.50 and above) le..q 20.4 13.3'2'

Mostly B's
(3.49 to 2.50) 5o.8 57.8 51.0

Mostly C's-

(2.49 to 1.50) 25.2 41.4 334.3

Mostly D's
(below 1.50) .7 .4 1.4

The vast maorlty veterans plan to continue their education without inter-

ruption next year. When asked if they were planning to return to school in

the fall, only 3.2 percent of the total group indicated that they would not --

and of that group 2.4 percent indicated that they planned to "stop out" and

ultimately return. Of the total group, 11.2 percent indicated that they would

receive their degrees at the end of the 1971-72 academic year, and 85.5 percent

indicated that they would be back for the fall, 1972.
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Table 37
::elf-Reported Ferciatenoe

Californka Veteranti
1971-72 Aoademicl ea

iq22121WLaa
to Return to -iehool

Total :1;2 Non-Whitein the Fall':

Ye:: 8',.5% 64.7% 87.5%

No, I will Re,!flive

My Degree 11.2 12.2 9.0

No, I plan to
"atop -(Jut" 2.3 2.4 2.1

Vo, I plan to
drop-:sut .9 1.4

21-167 0 73 30
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8"T (:i7fIr AvNuair
FINAWINC, THE VETERAN: LDUCATION

In rder to provide for more direct comparL:ons of tho::e items of cost aosoci

ated with a college education which are directly .irrier the .:ontroi of the vet

eran, the earlier dil.cu:ions of the educational budget:. ex"luded the cost of

tuition and fees. similarly, the diL:cu,-ions of the ::ourve: f ;upport avail

able to the veteran included generally only the who reported receiving such

aeoistance. Neither of these two meaoures provides a truly accurate picture

of the financing of the veteran.; edu-ation, for he ..urely mutt pay the tuition

and foes asJeosed by the institution (parti'ularly in view cf he fact that

the pre;;ent veteran dc,es not re,.eive a .eparate allowance for tuition and feeo

ac did his ,ounterpart in World War ii), and the :source.; of cupport which are

not available to the veteran are equally important in deocribing he pays

the cost.; ,f hi. educati,n.

Financing pattern:; are related to human difference:, and in many instances

reflect the choice that the veteran make:I. One important choice i.; the

college he attenaLl. In California, the ,.yomm,Inity colleges charge practically

n tuition and fees. the public four.ye:x imtituti-ac charge amount: which

could be described ranging from noml:Al to mAest, and th, independent

college:, generallly charge :substantial amount: for tuition and fees. :;() the

institution that the veteran chosus to attend influences the amount that he

will need to finance, ar.a precumably the way in which he will finance. one

veteran may chose to work heavily while attending college; another may chilse

to borrow now and repay subsequently. Theceohoice:.. too reflect differing

patterne of financing.
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i'revious4, budgets were reported excluding the amounts reported for tuitiun

and fees. This does not provide a completely a,:.7urate pie-.ere of the amounts

that the veteran mat pay. It eheuld ale, be noted that the reepeldenti to

the Audent Resource .iurvey were asked to provide an estimate only of the

amounts that they spent during the normal nine-m:nth e.:ademic year. Since

most of the veterans in the 'alifornia sample are independent ef their parents,

and therefore presumably responsible for their own telpport during vacation and

summer periods, an estimate of expenses f.r only nine-months does not accurate-

reflect the total responsibility ef the veteran.

In the following comparieon, the budget:: for the two segments of four-year

publie, education, the University of .:alifernia and the California state

University and College .1y::,tem, have been combine:!. The expenses of attending

these two segments are basically the came, and combining the amounts presents

a more general picture ef the coet f attending a four-year pubLie. ,::ollege or

enivereity.

The, least expensive education can be ebtained at the public, two-year cemmuni-

ty cellege. The mean expenditure reported by all of the veteran:, le, the sam-

ple attending community colleges was. $1,168. Of the veterans attendinv. (.ommmi-

ty college, 55.8 percent reported expenditures of :ess than $1,500 for the

nine-month academic year, while only 18.0 percent reported :pending in excess

of $3,000 for the year.

The next- nest - expensive education :an b. .tl:Ined at the public four-year col-

leges and universities, where the moan expenditure reported by veterans was
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$2,815 for the nine-month academic year. At the public four-year colleges

23.1 percent of the veterans reported expenditures of less than $1,500 and

40.7 percent had expenditures in excess of $3,000 for the year. The most ex-

pensive education, as might be expected, is found at the independent colleges,

where the mean expenditures reported by the veterans was $4,216 for the nine-

month academic year. Only 8.2 percent of the veterans at the independent

colleges reported total nine-month expenditures of less than $1,500, while

71.1 percent reported expenditures of more than $3,000. Within that group,

22.3 percent of the veterans at the independent colleges reported spending

over $6,000 for the nine-month academic year.

The following table shows the distribution of budgets for the veterans attend-

ing the three different institutional types in the State of California.
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T:.:t12 .0?

Veteran- i:ep.rted Total %ine-M. nth AIdem;, iez4r Nu,iget

Inatitutional Type,
1.43teran

1,:f71-72 iwatAem1(. Y.'ar

Am,unt

Tw,-Year I. 1r-ftlar

Infeoendent,vriunitv, ,,.1.1,2f.e all.'

$ 1 to $ .'00 ,.4; .5A:

$ 201 to $ 400 lo. 3.1 .6

$ 401 to $ e:060 11." 4.t, .6

$ 601 to $1,000 1/... ',.7 :1.0

$1,001 to $1,50C 10.', 7.7 3.5

$1,!)01 to $2,000 `f.r 10..2 5.7

$2,001 to $2.',00 9.1 13.0 6.1.

$2,501 to $3,000 7.3 LI.,r 8.4

$3,001 to $3,700 f..8 W..' 7.6

$3,501 to $4,000 4.4 8.4 10.6

$4,001 to $4,500 i.6 o. 8.1

$4,501 t; Tf,,000 I. 4.8 8.7

$5,001 to $6,000 1.2 5.7 1,8

$6,001 and at:oe I.E f..1

Mean hxpenditure .'i,'68 $2, 1) $4,116

.)T1 :;.1130!4.T:

The vari-ua kinds of support availatle to the veteran -- parental contribution,

a working spouse, persmal =oring: and employment, hchr)larship and grants,

borrowing, and other benefit:. -- can be combined In an infinite number of ways

to make up the total resource:, available to the veteran finance hi- educa-

tion. The earlier discus;:ion:, of participation in varioua kind;; of support
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leyorlbea theth verag amo'in*. ::#!;ve,1 t.f-r%n. .4: port trig w

1.3u: Lr n ..ctera% oj . t. t rr art h. t,,,rrcw

arrivearrLv t thi. :ame 1.

ti.v.! re ;ipler._. lot ra pr.)v :le all a tne ,,f a .)arti-

lular kincl of 47
1".nz.t.!. nrt,

In the foliowir.g a1y I. , th r.s.:eraet: amount

been rec.cm.Fute.:1 f.)r the tz,.,:x1 c-f veteran.- eaTh typ,, f ntitu-

tion. For 'examv.le, the melar. am_ u;:port Cr -r. parent: or g.6;a1\1'..al. ha.

been calcuA.ated y ii.v.11:147, the tr..tal amount by the tr,tai

reterar44; each fn.* r.. Thl :;maller mean:,

than th,:le rep. rt..eu earlier, b;..t re:pre.ent.: a more a,ourot pturo or the

r),Le that each ir.i of . '.1.1port plat: in the total rrarroli f veteram; eIuca-

The foilowtr.g graph . how: t.1-.,7! ::,ntributi tr. from.

(:learly, the two Lit:!"e 1:* : app. rt for ark, ":t-.Lf-he.lp,"

the amount. he f:am :+T. hi:. pol:;:e'., ettpi.nr-nt ar4.1 from

TY: .onal ah,.t the funciz. 2rorr, tne (li 1R111:
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Four-Year

Colleges

Independent
Colleges
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Fisrentsa 1

Cantriboon
Grants and LDans

Other Bane its.....ft...mir

Si lifrM/40 G t ail

Parents
Contributr

1

Salfttelp

/rants and LOOM
Other Benefits

Gi

Parents
41,,* Fontritytioa

SalfHitip
Orals
ana
:24russ

0 ---"""7,000 S2P00 15,000 $4,000 $5,000

Amount of Support

the ecNelminiit,, college- 50.3 pereent of the total :;',Iipart tEe veteran

eon.e...: from ar;o 141.3 perrieri Crom '; till t,eti:etLt. ;he: percent.-

age ,if from t.f ese source;; is slic) t.1 less ZLt the phlie

eIlere.:, with 47. .7(111i from sect' -help aroi

perce:.1 ck,mirlg frcim t,e ::! '111. t r110r.enliPn: ell1leres and :Iniver-
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sities the percentage contribution it even smaller, with percent c T

rram "self-hclu" and 42.Q percent from the OT hill benefits.

The contribution from parents aril guardian !ieem: clearl:,. related to the

cost of education. kt the lower cost, c=ra;n1t;, colleges tie parental centri-

bution makes up only 2.2 percent ,:t' tle total; at. the public :'cur -;;ear colleges

it. comprises 3.2 percent :f the total: while at t he hig!er cLt:t independent

colleges it makes up t.s percent of the total. A similar pattern is seen in

the contribution from otter financial aid prcerarDs (grants and leans) where

at the commlnity colleges 3.R percent of th total comes from these sources;

at the public fc..r-:fear colleges 10.6 percent, and at the independent colleges

15.4 percent. percent of support received from "other neJfits" (social

security, welfare, vocational rehabilitation, etc.) is relatively constant

with 2.5 percent at both the commJnity colleges and pblic four-year colleges

and 2.4 percent at the independent colleges.

It is interestinF to note that no average amount contributed from personal

emplo:;ment is %e -y the same at all three types of institutions. Veterans

at the communit:: colleges used $1,04.3 from personal employment, veterans at

the public four-::ear colleges used $1.144, and veterans at the independent

colleges %:;ed SIX°.
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Table 39

Contributions from Wrereni ::ourccu (t .44-1port

california Vet erann

101-72 Academie Year

0ource of :support.

Cvmmunil ,

Mean

Culleg0J

Percent.

P'4blie lour- Indepondent
Year Collegen Colleges

Mean I ercent Mean Poreelnt

rarentd and Guardians $ tot ,?.?,' $ 137 4.4 $ 325 6.al

self Helo

Personal employment 1,044 14.( 1.144 .'".i 1,170 24.5
Prsonal savings 24: R.0 .T1 (-7 411 8.E,

Spouse Lll Ite34 4!rd

Total .;elfHelp T17,77
.1.L
(1.1 :727EFF ii4 $2,034 iii

Illiancial Aid

Grants an4 behi,larsUps
Loans

4"
t

1.t

%2
l'it, 4.i, 340

6.0 405

7.0

1,A
Total hinancial Aid T711; 3.

---Zrk
.,, 449 157 $ 735 15.4

Otl,er lienorit45 74

1.244

r. ,

41.1

104

1,520

2.5 11'

0"..0 1,574

2.4

32.9pl !$1.41

Tlfl 'UITOicr $3.014 $4.2.1 $4.7A2
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